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Senate 
The Senate met at 10:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable BEN 
RAY LUJÁN, a Senator from the State 
of New Mexico. 

f 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-

fered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
Eternal God, we find rest in the shad-

ow of Your protection. Shield our law-
makers in their work with Your love so 
that they may grow in wisdom. 

Lord, show them how to use today’s 
fleeting minutes for Your glory, be-
coming Your instruments to permit 
Your Kingdom to thrive on Earth. 
Sanctify their thoughts as they re-
member that, because of You, they live 
and move and have their being. 

We praise You this day, O God, for 
You are the alpha and omega, the be-
ginning and the end. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 

of Allegiance, as follows: 
I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 

United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
Washington, DC, July 28, 2021. 

To the Senate: 
Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 

of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 
appoint the Honorable BEN RAY LUJÁN, a 
Senator from the State of New Mexico, to 
perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. LUJÁN thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

CAPITOL SECURITY 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, yes-
terday, our colleagues Chairman LEAHY 
and Ranking Member SHELBY an-
nounced a bipartisan agreement on 
emergency funding for several pressing 
security matters. 

The Appropriations Committee set 
out to address three key priorities: 

First, reimbursing the costs incurred 
by the Capitol Police, the National 
Guard, and other law enforcement for 
their assistance during and after the 
January 6 attack on the Capitol; and 
providing for necessary repairs and se-
curity updates to the Capitol Complex. 

Second, addressing a shortfall from 
the efforts to keep Congress a safe and 
functional workplace during the pan-
demic this past year and a half. This is 
everything from PPE to overtime pay 
for staff. 

And, third, some urgent support for 
our Afghan partners who have assisted 
in the fight against terrorism and now 
seek to flee the deteriorating situation 
brought about by the administration’s 
literally disastrous decision to abandon 
that country. 

We owe a real debt to the men and 
women of the Capitol Police, DC Metro 
Police, National Guard, and other 
agencies who helped secure and protect 
our workplace. We are grateful to sup-
port staff, from the Architect of the 

Capitol’s team to the Attending Physi-
cian’s office, to the Sergeant at Arms, 
who have worked day and night keep-
ing us functioning safely throughout 
the pandemic. 

And we intend to keep our Nation’s 
promises to brave Afghans who have 
taken great risks to help Americans 
and our partners fight the terrorists. 

So I applaud the bipartisan work of 
our colleagues. I am sure neither side 
finds the compromise perfect, but I be-
lieve that both sides should and will 
agree it is absolutely necessary. 

f 

VOTING RIGHTS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, now 
on a different matter, the massive, 
massive taxing-and-spending spree that 
Democrats want to ram through this 
summer has problems that go even be-
yond inflation, rising costs, and mas-
sive tax hikes. 

The problem is not just Democrats’ 
jaw-dropping $3.5 trillion pricetag. It is 
also the long list of bad liberal policies 
that this reckless taxing-and-spending 
spree is supposed to purchase. 

I spoke yesterday about just a few of 
those bad ideas. They are talking about 
amnesty for illegal immigrants, social-
ist price-fixing that would leave us 
with fewer new prescription drugs, 
fewer new treatments, and fewer new 
cures. 

They want to permanently change 
the child tax credit into welfare with 
no—no—work requirements; smuggle 
in big chunks of the Green New Deal. 

And in case all of this were not 
enough, some Senate Democrats want 
to use this taxing-and-spending spree 
to grab control over all 50 States’ elec-
tion laws. I thought we just had that 
debate a couple of weeks ago. 

Remember, for several years now, our 
Democratic friends have claimed that 
every successive election proved they 
needed to grab partisan control over 
our democracy. In 2016, 2018, and 2020, 
win or lose—win or lose—when foreign 
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interference occurred and when it did 
not occur, every possible result has 
been claimed as proof that Washington 
Democrats should rip up our democ-
racy’s rule book and write a new one 
that benefits them. 

The latest phony justification has 
been the false notion that a few States’ 
mainstream voting laws equal some 
kind of assault on democracy as we 
know it. Of course, that is absolutely 
utter nonsense. Americans want it to 
be easy to vote and hard to cheat. 
Voter ID protections are hugely pop-
ular. Basic voter roll maintenance is 
common sense. 

The new law in Georgia, for example, 
provides for more flexible early voting 
and absentee voting than many blue 
States, including New York. But the 
facts weren’t about to stop the Demo-
crats’ big lie. The absurd comparison 
to Jim Crow segregation and all kinds 
of other horrors have continued apace. 

To provide a little more context 
about this fake hysteria, we can also 
look internationally. As one columnist 
recently observed in the Washington 
Post, the balance struck by the State 
of Georgia amounts to ‘‘one of the 
most expansive voting access laws in 
the world. Most other countries do not 
allow no-excuse absentee voting, and 
dropboxes are also virtually unknown 
elsewhere,’’ other democracies around 
the world. ‘‘If Georgia’s elections are 
undemocratic, then almost all of our 
democratic allies are also undemo-
cratic.’’ 

If liberal activists and woke corpora-
tions believed their own rhetoric, they 
wouldn’t stop at boycotting and 
threatening the State of Georgia. They 
couldn’t possibly. They would be busy 
trying to divest from most of our 
NATO allies and essentially the rest of 
the entire developed world. 

Some European countries allow mail- 
in voting, but most do not. We con-
stantly hear from our socialist friends 
how we should be emulating Norway, 
Sweden, Finland, and Denmark. Well, 
none of them allow in-country postal 
voting—not a one. Bring on the boy-
cotts, I guess. 

And you don’t even want to hear 
about early voting. Goodness gracious. 
But France, Spain, Germany, Italy, the 
UK, Ireland—not a day of in-person 
early voting in any of those countries, 
none of them. That is according to an 
international NGO that studies democ-
racy. 

So, remember, the Texas and Georgia 
laws codify a whole lot of early voting, 
mail-in voting, and lots of election-day 
voting. 

And this is supposed to be the death 
of democracy? Some outrage on a glob-
al and historic scale? 

Give me a break. What nonsense. 
Even going by Texas’s new proposals, 

there will be voting by mail in Paris, 
TX, but not in Paris, France. There 
would be almost 2 weeks of in-person 
early voting in New Berlin, TX, but 
zero days in Berlin, Germany. I am 
sure Democrats will be yelling at the 

Fortune 500 to boycott Europe any day 
now—any day now. 

Of course, the reality is that these 
moving goalposts are absolutely fake. 
The frantic outrage is phony. It is all 
meant to justify a political power grab 
that Democrats have had written and 
waiting since years before any of these 
new State laws, which are supposedly 
prompting it—yet another awful plank 
that my colleagues across the aisle 
want to hide in the reckless taxing- 
and-spending spree they hope to ram 
through Congress. 

f 

TERRORISM 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, now 
on one final matter, last week, some of 
our colleagues expressed disapproval of 
U.S. strikes against al-Shabaab terror-
ists in Somalia. I find their views dif-
ficult to understand. 

Al-Shabaab poses a significant threat 
to U.S. interests. But you don’t have to 
take my word for it. Late in 2019, the 
leader of al-Shabaab, an al-Qaida-affili-
ated terrorist group based in Somalia, 
said: 

Our biggest target today is the Americans 
. . . The only reason we have exerted all this 
effort and undertaken all this preparation 
today is to attack the American troops. 

In the assessment of the commander 
of U.S. Africa Command, U.S. General 
Stephen Townsend, that is coming 
from ‘‘the largest, wealthiest, and most 
violent Al Qaeda-associated group in 
the world’’ and ‘‘the primary African 
violent extremist organization threat 
to American interests.’’ 

This is not a new threat. Al-Shabaab 
was designated a foreign terrorist orga-
nization back in 2008. Its leaders de-
clared allegiance to al-Qaida in 2012, a 
year before their attack on the 
Westgate Mall in Kenya that killed 67 
people. The Obama administration des-
ignated the group as an al-Qaida-asso-
ciated force in 2016. That made it sub-
ject to the 2001 AUMF. 

At the time, it was a difficult but 
telling acknowledgement that the al- 
Qaida terrorist threat was growing. 
The raid that killed Bin Laden had 
clearly not ended the threat his terror-
ists posed to our country. 

As a result of its declared and dem-
onstrated allegiance to al-Qaida, al- 
Shabaab is clearly subject to the 2001 
authorization for the use of military 
force, no question. President Obama 
knew it. General Townsend knows it. 
Al-Shabaab themselves tell us they 
want Americans dead. What more, 
what more do the skeptics need? 

If our colleagues do not want the 
U.S. military to conduct strikes 
against the al-Qaida terrorists respon-
sible for killing Americans and threat-
ening our interests, I would be inter-
ested to hear how they propose we de-
fend against these threats. 

So, by the way, with the administra-
tion’s rushed withdrawal from Afghani-
stan, there are well-founded concerns 
that al-Qaida may be roaring back in 
that country. 

So which al-Qaida affiliate should we 
stop pressuring—al-Shabaab, AQAP, 
ISIS? Should we stop hunting for al- 
Zawahiri, the leader of al-Qaida? 

Administrations of both parties have 
identified and supported local partners 
who share an interest in combating 
terrorists. By and large, this approach 
has succeeded in keeping pressure on 
the terrorists while keeping more 
Americans out of harm’s way. 

But despite the best efforts of local 
partners to keep the terrorists at bay 
and the best efforts of U.S. diplomats 
to broker peace, some terrorists do re-
quire direct action by the U.S. military 
to be stopped. These hard-core extrem-
ists pose a serious threat to American 
national security. They seek to attack 
our interests all around the world, in-
cluding our homeland, if we let them. 

The threat they pose will not recede 
if we lose focus. In fact, the exact oppo-
site is the case. So I hope the Com-
mander in Chief will exercise the au-
thorities the Congress has provided 
him and the tools Congress has funded 
to keep America safe against the ter-
rorists who continue to target our 
homeland and our interests abroad. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

Mr. SCHUMER. Now, Mr. President, 
with respect to infrastructure, Sen-
ators continue to make good progress 
on both tracks of legislation. Members 
should be prepared to vote again on 
cloture on the motion to proceed to the 
bipartisan infrastructure bill as early 
as tonight. 

f 

CAPITOL SECURITY 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on an-
other matter, yesterday, the Senate 
Appropriations Chairman, Senator 
LEAHY, announced a bipartisan agree-
ment to provide $2.1 billion in emer-
gency supplemental funding to support 
the Capitol Police, reimburse our Na-
tional Guard, and make sure all the 
critical functions of the Capitol Com-
plex are properly funded. 

The toll of January 6 and the impact 
of COVID had meant that funding for 
the Capitol Police, the Capitol Com-
plex, and even for our National Guard 
was running low. 
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Capitol Police have been forced to 

cancel critical training and health 
services and have had to hold off on 
buying new, potentially lifesaving 
gear, like helmets and body armor and 
respirators. 

Thankfully, the bipartisan agree-
ment between the chair and ranking 
member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee will replenish these critical 
funds and support the hard-working 
men and women who keep this build-
ing, Senators, staff, media, and Capitol 
employees safe. 

I was pleased to hear the Republican 
leader support this supplemental ap-
propriations bill this morning, and I 
look forward to working with our Re-
publican colleagues to swiftly passing 
this legislation through the Senate. 

And I must give accolades to the 
Rules Committee, led by Senators KLO-
BUCHAR and BLUNT. Their hearings and 
focus on this issue—the safety of the 
Capitol—has helped pave the way for 
the agreement, and we thank them for 
their continued diligence. 

f 

NOMINATIONS OF GWYNNE A. 
WILCOX AND DAVID M. PROUTY 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, now, 

one final matter, by the end of today, 
the Senate will confirm two nominees 
on the NLRB, the National Labor Rela-
tions Board: Gwynne Wilcox and David 
Prouty. Both are champions for work-
ing Americans. 

Ms. Wilcox, who hails from my home 
State of New York—I am proud to 
say—has spent her career representing 
workers and unions seeking to exercise 
their rights to organize. She is one of 
the Nation’s leading experts on labor 
law, and if confirmed, she would make 
history as the first African-American 
woman to ever serve on the NLRB. 

Like Ms. Wilcox, David Prouty has 
also spent a lifetime defending the 
rights of organized labor across the 
country, recently serving as the gen-
eral counsel of the SEIU, one the Na-
tion’s largest unions. 

Over the course of American history, 
the labor movement has been the sin-
gle most powerful force in lifting 
Americans out of poverty and into the 
middle class. It was by coming to this 
country and joining a union that my 
grandfather entered the middle class 
and passed on even more opportunity 
to his children and then to me and my 
brother and sister. 

So it is no mistake that as labor 
union participation has declined over 
the past few decades, wages have 
stalled as well, and folks are finding it 
harder and harder to stay in the middle 
class. 

If we are going to strengthen the 
backbone of the middle class, we need 
to reinvigorate the labor movement 
and protect the rights of workers ev-
erywhere to organize and bargain col-
lectively for their wages. Appointing 
these two labor champions to the 
NLRB is a great way to start. 

And, to the American people, the 
confirmation today of these two NLRB 

labor champions is a direct result of 
having a Democratic majority in the 
Senate versus having a Republican ma-
jority. 

Under Leader MCCONNELL and Repub-
licans, the NLRB, which is typically di-
vided between two parties, had only 
Republican appointees for the first 
time in its 85-year history. None of 
them had any experience in labor pol-
icy. They are almost atavistically 
against working people and helped 
management—the big bosses—to pre-
vent people from organizing and mak-
ing it harder to stay organized if you 
were. It was awful, and it is one of the 
reasons that middle-class incomes have 
not accelerated in the last 2 decades. 

In fact, the Republicans were so in-
tent on not having the NLRB defend 
the rights of working people that under 
Leader MCCONNELL a Democratic seat 
on the NLRB was held vacant for near-
ly 3 years. If the American people want 
to know which side each party is on, 
just look at the NLRB: Democrats ap-
pointing pro-labor people who fight for 
higher salaries, higher pensions, higher 
health benefits; Republicans making 
sure the NLRB doesn’t function and al-
lowing the big bosses to take a domi-
nant role in negotiations with their 
workers. 

Even during the years when Presi-
dent Trump was in the White House 
and Republicans had a majority on the 
NLRB, Leader MCCONNELL blocked 
Democrats from appointing a minority 
member to the Board. They didn’t want 
a minority member on the Board even 
though they would have the majority, 
the Republicans. It is not a stretch to 
say if Democrats had not taken the 
majority in January, these important 
posts to the NLRB might never have 
been filled. 

So, look, Senate Democrats are 
working with the Biden Administra-
tion to make sure the National Labor 
Relations Board does what it is in-
tended to do: stand up for working 
Americans; make sure they have a 
much better chance of getting better 
wages, better benefits, better pensions. 
I look forward to confirming these two 
outstanding nominees later today. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
wanted to just literally pop into the 
discussion here this morning. There is 
a great deal going on here in the Cap-
itol. 

The discussions on the bipartisan in-
frastructure bill are continuing in a 

good, productive way, and we are hope-
ful we will be able to move to that 
great deal of work that has gone on by 
folks on both sides working in extraor-
dinary good faith. 

And to be able to proceed on this 
matter, I think, will be an important 
policy initiative but also good for our 
process in this body. 

f 

CONGRATULATING LYDIA JACOBY 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
don’t come here this morning to speak 
to that at this moment but to just give 
a strong Alaska ‘‘attagirl’’ shout-out 
to Lydia Jacoby. 

A few days ago, most people outside 
of the State of Alaska had probably 
never heard of Lydia, 17 years old, from 
Seward, AK. Seward is a pretty small 
community in the south central part of 
the State. It is a coastal community. It 
is a fishing community. It is a hard- 
working community. 

Lydia is a typical high school stu-
dent at Seward High School, except she 
is a swimmer, and is she an extraor-
dinary swimmer. To see the news the 
other night of her gold, of her unex-
pected and spectacular win, was a mo-
ment of pride for all Alaskans, a mo-
ment of pride for Americans that just 
makes your heart swell. So I wanted to 
come to the floor and share that. 

I actually was able to start my morn-
ing off early, but in a good way, by 
being able to call Lydia—she is over in 
Japan, obviously—and to speak with 
her directly and offer my congratula-
tions. Mr. President, you can tell when 
people are grinning ear to ear, even 
though you are separated by thousands 
of miles and you are talking over a 
telephone. This morning, Lydia Jacoby 
was grinning ear to ear as I was shar-
ing my words of congratulations and 
she, just her exuberance and delight for 
being able to represent the United 
States at these Olympics in this way. 

We are extraordinarily proud. Lydia 
has put Seward and certainly Seward 
High School on the map. Folks are 
coming up to me saying: Gosh, I didn’t 
realize you didn’t have Olympic-meter 
swimming pools in most of your com-
munities. Well, that is true. Lydia did 
some training that I think most would 
say: It is going to be a long, hard slog 
to get to any Olympics. 

I think the dedication of this young 
woman has certainly played out. The 
support that she has received from her 
parents over the years, the support she 
has received from her community, is an 
example of just good, strong Alaska 
roots: everybody working hard and just 
doing your best on a daily basis. 

Lydia Jacoby has absolutely done her 
best. She set the gold standard, and we 
are just extraordinarily proud of this 
young Alaskan woman. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion and resume consideration of the 
following nomination, which the clerk 
will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Gwynne A. Wilcox, of New 
York, to be a Member of the National 
Labor Relations Board for the term of 
five years expiring August 27, 2023. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican whip. 

THE ECONOMY 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, not con-

tent with their $1.9 trillion so-called 
COVID relief bill—paid for entirely 
with money borrowed from younger 
generations of Americans and our chil-
dren and grandchildren—Democrats are 
readying another partisan spending 
spree. 

Democrats are preparing to consider 
a $3.5 trillion tax-and-spending pack-
age, this one at least partially paid for 
by massive tax hikes—tax hikes on 
small businesses, tax hikes on large 
businesses, tax hikes on investment, 
tax hikes on well-off Americans, and 
tax hikes on the middle class. That is 
right, tax hikes on the middle class. 

Now, President Biden is fond of re-
peating that he won’t raise taxes on 
anyone making under $400,000 a year, 
but the new death tax he is proposing 
will definitely hit some middle-class 
Americans. Let’s talk about that new 
tax. 

President Biden and congressional 
Democrats are proposing to eliminate a 
part of the Tax Code known as ‘‘step-up 
in basis’’ or referred to often as 
‘‘stepped-up basis.’’ Under our current 
Tax Code, when you inherit something 
from an estate, whether that is stocks 
or a house, the value of that item is 
stepped up from its original value to 
its current market value when you re-
ceive it. This prevents you from having 
to pay capital gains taxes on the 
amount that your parents’ house in-
creased in value when it was owned by 
your parents. 

Let’s say you inherit a house that 
your parents bought for $100,000, but it 
is now worth $500,000. Under current 
law, when you inherit that house, you 
are not liable for taxes on the increase 
in value from the time your parents 
bought it. The house is transferred to 
you at its current market value of 
$500,000. So if you sell the house right 
when you inherit it, you will receive 
the full value of the house instead of 
having to pay taxes on the amount 
that the house increased in value while 
your parents owned it. If you sell that 
house 2 years later for $650,000, you are 
only required to pay taxes on the 
$150,000 in value it gained while it was 
in your possession. 

Under the Democrats’ proposal, how-
ever, capital gains taxes would auto-
matically be triggered upon death if 

the increase in value of an individual’s 
estate has exceeded a certain amount. 
So, if your parents’ house or the family 
farm or other assets have increased in 
value more than Democrats deem de-
sirable, you would now owe capital 
gains taxes on the amount of that in-
crease immediately after your parents’ 
death minus the amount Democrats 
choose to exempt. 

There are plenty of middle-class 
Americans around this country who 
would be paying this tax. You wouldn’t 
be protected just because you make 
under $400,000 a year. 

Now, the President has tried to get 
around this by arguing that Democrats 
would be taxing dead individuals, not 
living ones. So if your parents die and 
pass on their estate, the argument sug-
gests the tax that you have to send to 
the Federal Government isn’t a tax on 
you but on your parents. Well, who 
does he think he is fooling? Who is 
going to experience the loss of that 
money—you or your parents? Who is 
going to be writing the check to the 
Federal Government? You will. 

Let’s imagine that a woman’s par-
ents die and leave her their estate, and 
2 weeks later, a thief comes in and 
steals part of that inheritance. Who are 
people going to think was robbed—the 
daughter or her deceased parents? I 
think all of us would recognize that it 
was the daughter who was robbed. The 
same thing applies to Democrats’ pro-
posed new death tax. It is not dead 
Americans who would be writing 
checks to the Federal Government. 
Sure, the tax is owed by the decedent 
or transferor, but for all practical pur-
poses, the costs would be borne by 
their descendants. 

The truth is, even if we accept the ar-
gument that Democrats’ new death tax 
is a tax on deceased Americans and not 
their descendants, this tax would still 
hit some middle-class Americans. After 
all, it is perfectly possible to work hard 
your whole life and invest wisely and 
see your estate appreciate in value by 
more than $1.25 million—the proposed 
individual exemption level—over the 
course of your life without ever exiting 
the middle class. We are not talking 
about confining this taxation to indi-
viduals with a yearly income of $1.25 
million; we are talking about the in-
crease in value on an estate over a per-
son’s lifetime. There is no question 
that this tax would fall on the estates 
of some thoroughly middle-class Amer-
icans. 

The problems with this new death 
tax aren’t limited to the fact that it 
breaks President Biden’s pledge not to 
raise taxes on individuals making 
under $400,000 a year. There are a lot of 
additional problems, starting with the 
administration and compliance costs of 
this tax. 

Congress actually passed a similar 
proposal in the 1970s but repealed it be-
fore it went into effect because it was 
so complicated and unworkable. That 
is right. Congress repealed the proposal 
before it was even implemented be-

cause it was clear that collecting this 
tax was going to be too complicated. 

Forty-odd years later, collecting this 
tax would still be an enormously com-
plicated matter. It would put incred-
ible new recordkeeping requirements 
on a lot of American families, and it 
would strain the capabilities of the 
IRS, although those 87,000 new IRS em-
ployees President Biden wants to add 
to the Agency would certainly increase 
the available manpower to levy new 
tax hikes. 

Plus, I can only imagine the litiga-
tion that would arise over the valu-
ation of assets. What happens if the 
IRS disagrees with the estimate of the 
value of your family farm or business? 
Do you have to take the IRS to court? 
Will the IRS take you to court? 

In addition, there is a very real dan-
ger that Americans would be paying 
taxes on nonexistent gains, in part due 
to inflation and the natural expansion 
of the economy. Recent economic re-
ports are raising concerns that, with 
the administration’s robust new enti-
tlement spending, Americans could be 
shouldering the burdens of significant 
inflation now and long into the future. 
But Democrats’ new death tax would 
not account for inflation on an asset, 
like a family-owned farm or business, 
which means Americans could be pay-
ing a lot of money in taxes on non-
existent gains. 

Finally, I want to talk about the 
threat this tax poses to family farms 
and businesses. 

Now, Democrats claim that they will 
defer this tax for family farms and 
businesses as long as a member of the 
family inherits and then runs the farm 
or business, but it is completely un-
clear what this will look like in prac-
tice. Will ‘‘family members’’ refer only 
to sons and daughters? What if a step-
son wants to take over the farm, or a 
niece? Will the inheritors still be sub-
ject to the tax then, which could result 
in their having to sell that farm the 
niece wants to run? What happens if 
two or more of the children want to 
run the farm? There are a lot of unan-
swered questions. 

Of course, it is important to remem-
ber that Democrats will only be defer-
ring the tax. So if the time ever comes 
when the family wants to sell the 
farm—maybe it is getting hard to run 
and a neighboring family is willing to 
buy it—the family would have to pay 
those taxes that were deferred when 
their mom or dad died. If that family 
farm has been handed down through a 
few generations already, it is com-
pletely possible that paying those 
taxes would consume a big part of that 
legacy. 

There is a reason 13 House Democrats 
sent a letter to House Democratic lead-
ers expressing their concern about the 
proposed step-up in basis repeal. It is 
because this tax would pose a real 
threat to the continued existence of 
family farms and businesses. It is the 
same reason that those in agriculture 
and small business communities oppose 
this new death tax. 
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I was proud to lead all 50 Senate Re-

publicans in a letter last week, urging 
President Biden to drop this misguided 
proposal, and I will continue to do ev-
erything I can to protect family farms 
and businesses from this new tax. 

There should be a limit on how many 
times the Federal Government can tax 
you. Americans’ bank accounts should 
not be regarded as a bottomless barrel 
of money to pay for Democrats’ pre-
ferred government programs, because 
that is exactly what is happening here. 
Democrats want to massively and per-
manently expand government, and 
they are looking to Americans and 
American businesses to pay for their 
social experiments. They apparently 
haven’t spent much time considering 
how our economy or American families 
would suffer as a result of their tax- 
and-spending spree. 

Middle-class Americans should not 
have to see their inheritances shrink to 
pay for Democrats’ spending, and fam-
ily farms and businesses that already 
face challenges from our current death 
tax should not have to be worrying 
that a new death tax will spell the end 
of their hard-earned legacies. 

I hope the Democrats will think 
twice before moving forward with this 
new tax increase on Americans. 

I yield the floor. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Senator from Washington. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to complete my re-
marks before the vote starts. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 
NOMINATIONS OF GWYNNE A. WILCOX AND DAVID 

M. PROUTY 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, over 

the past 4 years, the National Labor 
Relations Board, which was founded to 
protect workers’ rights, has again and 
again tipped the scales in favor of very 
large corporations. 

While Democratic nominees to the 
NLRB were blocked and anti-worker 
nominees were jammed through, we 
saw decades of worker protections re-
versed. This has had a devastating im-
pact on workers in our country, who 
are not only struggling through this 
pandemic but who have also seen their 
rights to strike and organize and bar-
gain collectively undermined and con-
strained in ruling after ruling. 

But, today, the Senate has the oppor-
tunity to begin healing this damage by 
confirming two exceptionally qualified 
individuals. That is why I am urging 
all of our colleagues to join me in sup-
porting David Prouty and Gwynne 
Wilcox to serve on the NLRB. 

Mr. Prouty’s career is defined by his 
commitment to workers, with a long 
record representing textile workers, 
hotel workers, restaurant workers, 
baseball players, and now as a lawyer 
for the SEIU Local 32BJ, property serv-
ice workers. 

Ms. Wilcox’s experience as a field at-
torney for the NLRB, as a lawyer rep-
resenting workers before the Board, 

and defending healthcare workers and 
protecting their rights makes clear 
that she has the right qualifications 
and values for this job. 

Ms. Wilcox is not only a high-quali-
fied nominee, she will be a historic one. 
She will be the first Black woman to 
serve on the Board, and her confirma-
tion will bring us a step closer to en-
suring our worker protections Agencies 
represent the diverse workforce they 
serve. 

It is clear to me we need David 
Prouty and Gwynne Wilcox on the 
NLRB to reverse the damage done by 
years of anti-worker attacks and get us 
back on the right track of building 
back an economy that works for every-
one, not just huge corporations and 
those at the top. 

Now more than ever, we need to join 
with workers and defend their rights. 
Today, that means voting to confirm 
Gwynne Wilcox and David Prouty. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the pending clo-
ture motion, which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 257, 
Gwynne A. Wilcox, of New York, to be a 
Member of the National Labor Relations 
Board for the term of five years expiring Au-
gust 27, 2023. 

Charles E. Schumer, Tammy Baldwin, 
Tim Kaine, Patty Murray, Tina Smith, 
Jacky Rosen, Christopher Murphy, 
Cory A. Booker, Mark R. Warner, Brian 
Schatz, Sherrod Brown, Sheldon White-
house, Raphael Warnock, Michael F. 
Bennet, Jeanne Shaheen, Patrick J. 
Leahy, Richard J. Durbin. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. By unanimous consent, the man-
datory quorum call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Gwynne A. Wilcox, of New York, to 
be a Member of the National Labor Re-
lations Board for the term of five years 
expiring August 27, 2023, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 281 Ex.] 
YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—47 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Rounds 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). The yeas are 52, the 
nays are 47. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority whip. 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand in recess from 1:10 p.m. until 1:55 
p.m. today. I further ask that all 
postcloture time on the Wilcox nomi-
nation expire at 2:45 p.m. today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
JANUARY 6 SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, yester-
day, Congressman BENNIE THOMPSON 
called to order the first hearing of the 
special committee that most of our Re-
publican colleagues have tried to 
block, the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6 Attack on the 
U.S. Capitol. 

It continues to amaze me that an 
independent, bipartisan committee to 
investigate the worst assault on our 
democracy since the War of 1812, an as-
sault that left one police officer dead 
and more than 140 injured, was filibus-
tered and stopped in its tracks by the 
Republican leader of the Senate, MITCH 
MCCONNELL. 

That is exactly what he did. He tried 
to conceal the truth about what hap-
pened on January 6. He tried to hide it 
from the American people and to do 
this without police officers in this 
building noticing, many of whom 
risked their lives on that day. Well, we 
saw yesterday that he failed. Senator 
MCCONNELL failed to stop the inves-
tigation. We are going to learn what 
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happened on January 6, despite his ef-
fort to stop it. 

During the first hearing of the select 
committee yesterday, we heard testi-
mony from four police officers who bat-
tled the mob for hours on January 6. 
Many of us witnessed it. Two members 
of the Capitol Police Force and two 
from the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment of Washington, DC, testified. 
These officers were brutalized in hand- 
to-hand combat. Some thought they 
were going to die. And they are still 
grappling with the physical and emo-
tional trauma they suffered. 

Officer Harry Dunn recounted yester-
day how the mob of the former Presi-
dent’s supporters chanted the N-word 
in his face. 

Metropolitan Police Officer Michael 
Fanone testified that members of the 
mob attempted to steal his service 
weapon and kill him with it. He was 
dragged into the mob, tasered repeat-
edly, and beaten unconscious. He suf-
fered a heart attack and a traumatic 
brain injury. This is what Officer 
Fanone said yesterday: ‘‘My fellow citi-
zens, including so many of the people I 
put my life at risk to defend, are 
downplaying or outright denying what 
happened. I feel like I went to hell’’ he 
said, ‘‘and [came] back to protect them 
and the people in this room. But too 
many are now telling me that hell 
doesn’t exist or that hell wasn’t ex-
actly that bad.’’ 

Is that how we are going to treat po-
lice officers in the Capitol? I ask that 
of the Senators and the House Mem-
bers. 

They risk their lives every day to de-
fend us, to defend this building, to de-
fend what it stands for. Instead of 
thanking them, are some of my col-
leagues going to deny the brutality 
that they faced? That cannot be. These 
brave officers deserve better. At the 
very least, they deserve that the truth 
be told. 

One of the most searing images from 
January 6 was that of a police officer 
screaming in agony as he was pinned 
against the metal door and beaten by 
this insurrectionist mob. 

Yesterday, that man, Metropolitan 
Police Officer Daniel Hodges, told the 
select committee: ‘‘There can be no 
moving on without accountability. 
There can be no healing without mak-
ing sure this will never happen again.’’ 

To all of the police officers who held 
the line on January 6, let me say clear-
ly: You defended the American democ-
racy. You didn’t just defend this build-
ing and the Members of Congress. And 
if not for your heroism and sacrifice, 
the terrible toll of that day would have 
been far worse. Take solace in the fact 
that you did your duty. 

But there are Members of the Senate 
and the House who are failing to do 
theirs. Right now, this Senate has a 
chance to finally do right by our police 
officers. 

Yesterday, Chairman LEAHY and Vice 
Chairman SHELBY announced a bipar-
tisan $2.1 billion security supplemental 

funding package that will not only pay 
the salaries of our Capitol Police offi-
cers, it will increase security at the 
Capitol. It will reimburse the National 
Guardsmen who were deployed to de-
fend this building after January 6—a 
great sacrifice. 

That package would also provide re-
lief to another group of heroes who 
risked their lives for America and who 
did so on foreign soil: our civilian part-
ners in Afghanistan. This package 
would provide an additional 8,000 spe-
cial immigrant visas to Afghan inter-
preters who supported our diplomats 
and troops on the frontlines of Amer-
ica’s longest war. 

As we begin to finally bring our 
troops home from Afghanistan, let’s 
not forget the heroes who supported 
them and risked their lives to help 
them. Many of these individuals and 
their families are no longer safe if the 
Taliban takes control. We need to give 
them a new home in America. I am 
glad this bill provides the means to do 
so. 

I thank Senator LEAHY for leading 
the negotiations. I hope every Senator 
will support it. 

Yesterday, Officer Harry Dunn told 
the Select Committee about the anx-
iety he and other officers felt when the 
remaining security fence around the 
Capitol was taken down, but little else 
has been done to protect this building 
from another mob insurrection. 

Officer Dunn said: ‘‘When that fence 
came down—when we lost that last 
layer of protection—that was hard. . . . 
The fence came down and still nothing 
has changed. Everything is different, 
but still nothing has changed.’’ 

This is the time to show the officers 
who protected us and the world that 
when you defend America in our time 
of need, we will stand by you. I urge all 
my colleagues to support the security 
supplemental bill. It is the least that 
we can do. 

Mr. President, there is one other 
thing I would like to say. It is just too 
close to call. I thought about it long 
and hard, and it is just too close to 
call. 

In an effort to plumb the depths of 
political meanness and irrespon-
sibility, it is just hard to choose be-
tween Tucker Carlson and Laura 
Ingraham. First, they became our Na-
tion’s leading anti-vax quacks, making 
their specious arguments against life-
saving COVID–19 vaccines and sowing 
doubt among their viewers, who were 
literally putting their lives at risk be-
cause of the lies that these two individ-
uals are spouting. And now—and now— 
they are creating a braying chorus fo-
cused on defaming the police who de-
fended this building on January 6. 

Their mockery of the bravery of the 
Capitol and DC police, who risked and 
some lost their lives on the January 6 
attack on the Capitol Building, is cow-
ardly and shameful. 

It took courage for the police to face 
the Trump mob. It takes no courage for 
these FOX talking-heads to belittle 

these officers. It takes no courage to 
practice their well-worn smirks react-
ing to the bravery of these policemen. 

It is hard to imagine reading a press 
account of what they said yesterday 
and last night about the hearing that 
took place, the things that they did. 
Ingraham gave the ‘‘best performance 
in an action role’’ to Washington Met-
ropolitan Police Officer Michael 
Fanone, who, during the testimony, re-
called fearing he would be shot with his 
own gun. 

Ingraham said: ‘‘Well, there was cer-
tainly a lot of violence that day, but it 
was not a terrorist attack. It wasn’t 9/ 
11. It wasn’t the worst thing that ever 
happened to America. It wasn’t an in-
surrection.’’ 

And then Tucker Carlson responded 
with a smirk to the footage of Fanone 
telling the hearing he had experienced 
post-traumatic stress disorder. 

Throughout the monologue, Carlson 
piled onto his previous claims about 
the violence just being a ‘‘political pro-
test that got out of hand.’’ 

First the vaccines and now defaming 
the police—this is irresponsible from 
start to finish. I would ask those at 
FOX network, not exactly my friends 
and allies in politics, to show common 
decency and common sense—common 
sense when it comes to these vaccines, 
which we know if more people were 
vaccinated we wouldn’t be facing this 
resurgent need for masks and fear of 
this new variant. And common decency 
when it comes to the men and women 
in uniform when it comes to risking 
their lives for this Capitol, this democ-
racy, and this government. Certainly, 
there is freedom of speech, but let’s 
hope that good sense will dominate 
this discussion over at the FOX net-
work as to whether these two ought to 
be allowed to continue their rant. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my 

understanding that prior to my re-
marks on the floor, we were going to 
recognize the Senator from Minnesota 
for 10 minutes or so. So if that is still 
desired by the Senator from Minnesota, 
I would be glad to yield. 

And since the Senator from Min-
nesota is not present, I will go ahead 
and make my remarks. 

I do ask unanimous consent that I be 
recognized as if in morning business for 
such time as I shall consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

LIGADO 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, first of 

all, I am here today to share some news 
about a key subject we have been talk-
ing about for quite some time, and that 
is Ligado. It is a complicated thing. It 
is something where one company was 
able to get rushed over a weekend in 
April of 2020 and get recognized and get 
an agreement from the FCC to have an 
operation that deals with the individ-
uals that are wanting to be involved in 
this group. 
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The 15 government Departments and 

Agencies signed a petition for reconsid-
eration of a flawed decision. Keep in 
mind that this is a decision by the FCC 
with the NTIA, the National Tele-
communications and Infrastructure 
Administration, because they manage 
Federal spectrum. 

Now, when the new administration 
was sworn in this January, the peti-
tions were still pending. The NTIA, 
which I just now used the initials of, is 
very well-known. This is the one that 
has the responsibility to take care of 
the Department of Commerce, some of 
their instructions, some of their activi-
ties. So I spoke with Secretary Gina 
Raimondo, who is the Secretary of 
Commerce for the new administration, 
about the importance of continuing the 
petition for reconsideration. I also fol-
lowed up with a letter. 

What is a petition of reconsideration? 
What we are talking about here is that 
a decision was made by the FCC, and 
they have been petitioned by almost 
every bureaucracy and many, many in-
dividuals—over 100—to have a reconsid-
eration. And this has not happened yet. 

And so we changed administrations, 
and, of course, the new administration 
came in and Secretary Gina Raimondo 
did a great job with the importance of 
continuing the petition for reconsider-
ation. 

I wanted to make sure that even with 
the change in administration, the gov-
ernment Departments and Agencies 
still wanted to see the harmful order 
repealed. And here is the breaking 
news. I just got a letter from Secretary 
Raimondo, confirming now that ‘‘there 
has been no change to the Department 
of Commerce’s or [the] NTIA’s opposi-
tion to the FCC’s Ligado Order.’’ 

And that says it all. It says this ad-
ministration is in full agreement with 
the previous administration, and they 
will be acting accordingly. 

She also pledges that the NTIA will 
continue to pursue the petition for re-
consideration—the petition that rep-
resents the Departments of Commerce, 
Defense, Interior, Justice, Homeland 
Security, Energy, Transportation, 
NASA, FAA, and more—virtually, the 
entire government. 

Now, this is huge. This shows, once 
again, that there is bipartisan concern 
about the Ligado order and that it is 
continuing into the Biden administra-
tion. 

It is not an exaggeration when I say 
that the Ligado order would be dev-
astating to public safety, our national 
defense, and even our way of life. And 
everybody knows that. 

The reliability of GPS and satellite 
communications is necessary for the 
safety of life operations, national secu-
rity, and economic activity. 

Here are some of the day-to-day 
things people might not think of as 
being a part of the users of GPS and 
how it affects our daily lives. A big one 
is using your credit card or debit card 
when you are making a purchase or 
anything in terms of making trans-
actions. 

Another one is making a phone call— 
even making a phone call. Cell phone 
networks rely on GPS to synchronize 
the cell towers so calls can be passed 
seamlessly. Otherwise, they could get 
bogged up, and if they experience inter-
ference, your call could be dropped 
when moving from tower to tower. 

Here is one that most people don’t 
expect, and that is energy. Why would 
energy be dependent upon an accurate 
and reliable GPS system? Well, wheth-
er that is filling up your tank at the 
pump or managing electrical grids to 
light our homes, we rely on GPS tim-
ing to safely operate underground pipe-
lines and our electricity grid. 

Farmers and ranchers depend on GPS 
and satellite communications when 
planting crops, applying fertilizer, and 
during our harvest operations, to move 
large critical machinery from place to 
place. 

I was back in my State of Oklahoma 
last week and met with a bunch of 
farmers, and I learned myself how 
farmers are using GPS now. This is a 
thing that wasn’t true just a few years 
ago, but it is true now. 

Working out. A lot of healthy people 
are out there doing what they ought to 
be doing with their bodies, and that is 
working out. A study last year found 
that one-fifth—that is 20 percent—of 
all Americans use a fitness tracker or 
smart watch, the majority of which use 
the GPS to count steps and track dis-
tances. 

Taking a flight. Commercial and ci-
vilian aviation relies on GPS naviga-
tion and satellite communications to 
operate safely. 

Driving around. Each day, countless 
Americans rely on Google Maps, Waze, 
Apple Maps, and other forms of naviga-
tion systems to get them from point A 
to point B. And they rely on GPS to do 
that. 

And while no one hopes that they 
ever need a firetruck, an ambulance, or 
other emergency services, 9–1-1 opera-
tors and EMS use GPS and satellite 
communications to locate a caller and 
navigate as quickly as possible. 

We had a hearing just a few weeks 
ago, and we had the Helicopter Opera-
tors Association talk about their emer-
gency runs and what would happen to 
them if they lost the reliability of 
GPS. 

And there is more: weather fore-
casting, the movement of goods on our 
highways, surveying maritime harbors 
and channels, operation with construc-
tion and mining equipment. The list 
goes on and on. 

I had a personal experience about 20 
years ago with one of the uses; that is, 
I had occasion with three individuals 
and participants to fly an airplane 
around the world. 

I am from Oklahoma. Of course, we 
are all familiar with Will Rogers. Some 
people are not quite as familiar with 
Wiley Post. Wiley Post flew around 
with Will Rogers. They flew around the 
world. So what I was doing was repli-
cating that flight in my plane around 

the world. I was using a Trimble—that 
is the manufacturer—a Trimble TNL 
2000. That was the first time, I think— 
I haven’t checked since then—that it 
has been used for private use for flying 
around the world. Nonetheless, that is 
a GPS system. 

Because the FCC order allows Ligado 
to repurpose spectrum to operate a ter-
restrial-based network, Ligado signals 
on Earth’s surface will be much more 
powerful than GPS, causing substan-
tial and harmful interference. 

How do we know Ligado will cause 
interference? 

The FCC told us when they approved 
the Ligado order. They said—you 
should listen to the FCC statement: 

Ligado shall expeditiously repair or re-
place as needed any U.S. Government GPS 
devices that experience or are likely to expe-
rience harmful interference from Ligado’s 
operations. 

That is a quote. Remember that 
quote. I will tell you about a bill we 
will introduce to correct this problem 
that is serious to so many people. 

Last year, we also held a hearing on 
the Armed Services Committee to hear 
how the Ligado order would impact the 
military and warfighter. All of the wit-
nesses—Dana Deasy, Michael Griffin, 
General Raymond—they are all united. 

Dana Deasy, the former Chief Infor-
mation Officer at the DOD, said it best 
when asked if he thought the Ligado 
order would have an impact on DOD or 
the Federal spectrum. He said: 

Yes, the fact that we’re sitting here today, 
and you have General Raymond here rep-
resenting our military, would clearly suggest 
that . . . 

We wouldn’t be sitting here today if 
it didn’t have a heavy impact on our 
military operations. 

There has been multiple testimony 
about that. The NTIA petition filed in 
April of 2020—and, again, signed by the 
Departments of Commerce, Defense, 
Interior, Justice, Homeland Security, 
Energy and Transportation, as well as 
agencies like NASA and the FAA—is 
also clear and united. There is no divi-
sion of opinion on this. 

That alone should be enough to over-
turn the order. If not, we need to make 
sure Federal agencies, State govern-
ments, and all others negatively im-
pacted by the actions of Ligado are not 
left holding the bag when it comes to 
costs and, worse, aren’t put in the posi-
tion where they have to push the costs 
onto the American consumers. 

Everyone is on our side with this. 
The whole of government and over 100 
private-sector groups all agree, and 
they all agree no one else is on the side 
of Ligado except paid lobbyists. 

Ligado said this order is about win-
ning the race to 5G and beating China. 
Those who claim Ligado’s proposal is 
necessary to beat China’s 5G push are 
deliberately mixing up two different 
and important spectrum issues in order 
to sell their product: the sharing of 
mid-band 5G spectrum by DOD with in-
dustry and harmful interference of 
Ligado’s signal with the low-band GPS 
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signals used in nearly every aspect of 
daily life. 

Ligado’s spectrum they are 
repurposing is not in prime mid-band 
spectrum being considered for 5G, and 
Ligado’s low-band spectrum was not a 
part of the FCC’s own plan to accel-
erate 5G development released in Sep-
tember 2018, called the 5G FAST Plan. 

Reliable GPS and satellite commu-
nications are important to everyone in 
America and drives much of our Na-
tion’s economy. We should not sacrifice 
GPS reliability. In the event the peti-
tions for reconsideration are not suc-
cessful—I can’t imagine they would not 
be because almost every bureaucracy 
in most of the private sector are behind 
these. This is happening all over the 
country. But in the event that the peti-
tions for reconsideration are not suc-
cessful, I have introduced legislation, 
and I won’t give you the name of that 
because it is one of these things where 
there are too many words involved. We 
refer to it as the RETAIN Act to pro-
tect the users of GPS when, by approv-
ing the Ligado order, the FCC did not. 

Just last week, companion legisla-
tion was passed by the House of Rep-
resentatives, by JIM COOPER, MIKE TUR-
NER, FRANK LUCAS, GT Thompson, KEN 
CALVERT, NYDIA VELÁZQUEZ, ABIGAIL 
SPANBERGER, and DON BEYER. They in-
troduced companion legislation to that 
legislation that we are currently intro-
ducing. 

As of last week, we had more than 100 
organizations who have signed a letter 
supporting the RETAIN GPS Act to 
hold Ligado accountable for the inter-
ference that they cause. 

Clearly, the momentum is with us 
and the letter from Secretary 
Raimondo I announced earlier is a 
great example of that. Clearly, today’s 
announcement is a big step for the 
good guys. 

Let me make sure people understand 
what we are talking about. We are 
talking about those who are respon-
sible—that is Ligado—for the use of 
that spectrum, if and when, as most 
people are predicting, it does some-
thing that damages the GPS system. 
We are talking about the system that 
every user in America uses—that if 
they do that, then they have to pay for 
it. That is all. They have to pay for it 
rather than have the public pay for it. 

Now, that is really the end of what I 
am trying to get across to people how 
serious this is. 

I want to put down in the RECORD all 
the agencies that are strongly sup-
porting this. We have the Department 
of the Army, Department of Defense, 
Department of the Air Force, Depart-
ment of the Navy, Department of Com-
merce, NASA, Department of Interior, 
Department of Justice, Department of 
Homeland Security, Department of En-
ergy, National Science Foundation, De-
partment of Transportation, U.S. Coast 
Guard, and the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that, at the conclusion of my re-

marks, these organizations be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. I would add to that 
group the NTIA, which represents a lot 
of government in addition to what I 
just read. I would like to add the 
names—I have a list here of well over 
100—talking about Aerospace Associa-
tion, Agricultural interests, the Amer-
ican Farm Bureau, all of these—vir-
tually every recognizable organization 
in America is among the 105 organiza-
tions that are supporting this. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this letter also be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

The undersigned IRAC agencies endorse 
and support the position stated by the De-
partment of the Air Force and the Depart-
ment of Defense: 

Ms. Sarah Bauer, Department of the Army; 
Mr. Rene (RJ) Balanga, NASA; Mr. John 
Cornicelli, Department of Homeland Secu-
rity; Mr. James Arnold, Department of 
Transportation; Mr. Kenneth Willis, Depart-
ment of the Navy; Mr. Ramon L. Gladden, 
Department of the Interior; Mr. George Dud-
ley, Department of Energy; Mr. Jerry Ulcek, 
U.S. Coast Guard; Mr. Ivan Navarro, Depart-
ment of Commerce; Mr. Quan Vu, Depart-
ment of Justice; Mr. Jonathan Williams, Na-
tional Science Foundation; Mr. Michael 
Richmond, Federal Aviation Administration; 
and NTIA. 

JUNE 29, 2021. 
Hon. JAMES M. INHOFE, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. JACK REED, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. TAMMY DUCKWORTH, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MIKE ROUNDS, 
U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATORS: The undersigned compa-
nies and organizations strongly endorse the 
Recognizing and Ensuring Taxpayer Access 
to Infrastructure Necessary for GPS and Sat-
ellite Communications Act or the ‘‘RETAIN 
GPS and Satellite Communications Act’’ in-
troduced today. This legislation would en-
sure that the costs incurred by the public 
sector, businesses and consumers as a result 
of the FCC’s decision to permit Ligado Net-
works LLC to use spectrum in a way that 
would cause interference to GPS and sat-
ellite communications would be covered by 
Ligado—the licensee benefiting from the de-
cision. 

The FCC’s Ligado Order already recognizes 
the potential for interference to GPS receiv-
ers and requires that, ‘‘Ligado shall expedi-
tiously repair or replace as needed any U.S. 
Government GPS devices that experience or 
are likely to experience harmful interference 
from Ligado’s operations.’’ But the Order 
failed to go far enough in three key ways. 
First, it did not provide an adequate descrip-
tion of the potential costs to federal agencies 
and thus the American taxpayer. Federal 
agencies are responsible for ensuring reliable 
GPS and satellite communications necessary 
for all manner of safety of life operations. 
Second, while recognizing the potential costs 
associated with interference to Federal agen-
cy owned devices, the FCC order inexplicably 

fails to require that Ligado also bear the 
costs of interference to other government 
and private owners of devices and applica-
tions that may be disrupted by Ligado’s pro-
posed operations. Third, the Order improp-
erly applies interference limits that are fun-
damentally insufficient to protect critical 
satellite communications and navigation 
signals from unknown millions of Ligado de-
vices operating over wide geographic areas. 

Ninety-nine percent of GPS receivers are 
used in critical applications by non-Federal 
government users, businesses and consumers. 
In addition, the Order similarly threatens 
the satellite communications networks that 
can enable technologies used to complement 
and support GPS. The reliability of GPS and 
satellite communications is necessary for 
safety of life operations, national security 
and economic activity; critical communica-
tions capabilities; commercial and civil avia-
tion; first responders, 9–1–1 and other public 
safety operators; military readiness and 
communications; weather forecasting; the 
movement of goods on our highways; the 
marking maritime harbors and channels; 
farmers planting and harvesting crops; oper-
ation of construction and mining equip-
ment—and the list goes on and on. 

The Retain GPS and Satellite Communica-
tions Act acknowledges the harm to GPS 
and satellite communications end users 
caused by the Ligado order and ensures the 
burden of cost sits squarely where it be-
longs—on Ligado, rather than our first re-
sponders, farmers, pilots, boat owners, sur-
veyors or construction companies. We com-
mend you for recognizing the expense and 
burden the Ligado order places on federal 
agencies, American taxpayers, businesses 
and consumers, and for providing clear and 
immediate relief to critical stakeholders 
with this legislation. Thank you for your 
leadership on this important issue. 

Sincerely, 
Aerospace Industries Association (AIA); 

Agriculture Retailers Association; Air Line 
Pilots Association, Int’l (ALPA); Airborne 
Public Safety Association (APSA); Aircraft 
Electronics Association; Aircraft Owners and 
Pilots Association (AOPA); Aireon, LLC; 
Airlines for America (A4A); Airo Drone, LLC; 
Alaska Airlines; Allegiant Air; Allied Pilots 
Association; American Airlines; American 
Association for Geodetic Surveying (AAGS); 
American Association of Airport Executives; 
American Bus Association; American Con-
crete Pavement Association; American Con-
crete Pipe Association; American Council of 
Engineering Companies. 

American Farm Bureau Federation; Amer-
ican Rental Association; American Road & 
Transportation Builders Association 
(ARTBA); American Society for Photo-
grammetry and Remote Sensing (ASPRS); 
American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE); 
American Soybean Association; American 
Sportsfishing Association; American Truck-
ing Associations; Associated Equipment Dis-
tributors; Associated General Contractors of 
America (AGC); Association of American 
Geographers (AAG); Association of Equip-
ment Manufacturers (AEM); Association of 
Marina Industries; Atlas Air Worldwide; 
Aviation Spectrum Resources Inc. (ASRI); 
Blue Origin; Boat Owners Association of The 
United States, BoatU.S.; Cargo Airline Asso-
ciation (CAA); Cartography and Geographic 
Information Society (CAGIS). 

Center for Sportfishing Policy; CNH Indus-
trial; Coalition of Airline Pilots Associations 
(CAPA); Coalition of Geospatial Organiza-
tions (COGO); Coastal Conservation Associa-
tion; CoBank; CompTlA Space Enterprise 
Council; Crown Consulting Inc.; Cubic Cor-
poration; Delta Air Lines; Eastern Region 
Helicopter Council (ERHC); Equipment Deal-
ers Association; Esri; FedEx Corporation; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:27 Jul 29, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G28JY6.015 S28JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E

--



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5123 July 28, 2021 
Frontier Airlines; General Aviation Manu-
facturers Association (GAMA); GIS Certifi-
cation Institute (GISCI); Hawaii Helicopter 
Association; Helicopter Association Inter-
national (HAI); Hellen Systems. 

Intelligent Transportation Society of 
America; International Air Transport Asso-
ciation (IATA); International Association of 
Assessing Officers (IAAO); Iowa-Nebraska 
Equipment Dealers Association; Iridium; 
L3Harris; Lockheed Martin; Management As-
sociation for Private Photogrammetric Sur-
veyors (MAPPS); Marine Retailers Associa-
tion of the Americas; Maxar; MidAmerica 
GIS Consortium (MAGIC); National Agricul-
tural Aviation Association; National Air 
Carrier Association; National Air Transpor-
tation Association (NATA); National Asphalt 
Pavement Association; National Business 
Aviation Association (NBAA); National Cot-
ton Council; National Defense Industrial As-
sociation; National Marine Manufacturers 
Association; National Ready Mixed Concrete 
Association (NRMCA). 

National Society of Professional Surveyors 
(NSPS); National States Geographic Infor-
mation Council (NSGIC); National Stone, 
Sand and Gravel Association; National Util-
ity Contractors Association; NetJets Asso-
ciation of Shared Aircraft Pilots (NJASAP); 
NEXA Capital Partners LLC; Oklahoma De-
fense Industry Association; Oklahoma Soci-
ety of Land Surveyors; Polar Cargo; Port-
land Cement Association; Regional Airline 
Association (RAA); Resilient Navigation and 
Timing Foundation (RNTFnd); Skytrac; 
Southwest Airlines; Southwest Airlines Pi-
lots Association; Spirit Airlines; Subsurface 
Utility Engineering Association; Sun Coun-
try Airlines; The Vertical Flight Society; 
Trimble; U.S. Contract Tower Association; 
U.S. Geospatial Executives Organization; 
United Airlines; United States Geospatial In-
telligence Foundation (USGIF); University 
Consortium for Geographic Information 
Science (UCGIS); Urban and Regional Infor-
mation Systems Association (URISA); USA 
Rice. 

Mr. INHOFE. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
JANUARY 6 SELECT COMMITTEE 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to speak about 
how we must pass emergency security 
supplemental appropriations legisla-
tion to deliver needed funding to the 
Capitol Police and the National Guard. 

Anyone who watched yesterday the 
moving testimony of the officers who 
protected this Capitol, I think, under-
stands that we cannot wait. 

I appreciate the efforts by my col-
leagues both over in the House as well 
as here in the Senate, Appropriations 
Chairman LEAHY and Ranking Member 
SHELBY, as well as Senator BLUNT who 
works with me on the Rules Com-
mittee, to reach a bipartisan proposal 
on this critical funding issue, and we 
should pass this agreement without 
delay. 

But after passing this important leg-
islation, we must also continue to 
work to ensure that all the funding 
needs in the aftermath of January 6 are 
met, including with respect to funding 
for the Justice Department to bring 
those who participated in the insurrec-
tion to justice and to ensure there is 
sufficient funding for security improve-
ment for the Capitol. 

When an angry, violent mob staged 
an insurrection on January 6 and dese-

crated this Chamber, the temple of our 
democracy—what they did over in the 
House, what they did in the hallways, 
spray-painted on the columns, the Par-
liamentarian office in shreds—it was 
an attack on our Republic itself. 

As chair of the Rules Committee, I 
knew that we had to respond imme-
diately in two ways: One was imme-
diately finishing our job that day and 
getting the ballots counted; and then, 2 
weeks later, making sure that inau-
guration took place on that platform, 
which they had also desecrated only 2 
weeks before. 

But the second piece was to get to 
the bottom of what happened. I am 
glad that the House, with their bipar-
tisan Select Committee, is continuing 
this work. Our focus in the Senate was 
more limited, but Senator BLUNT and 
Senator PETERS and Senator PORTMAN 
and I combined our committees to 
look, to get some immediate answers 
so we could achieve this funding, as 
well as do some other things that 
couldn’t wait for a year, that we had to 
get done right away. 

That is why we convened immediate 
hearings with both officials who are re-
sponsible for security at the Capitol, 
including people who are no longer in 
their positions and with representa-
tives from key Federal agencies. 

We held the first hearing of the event 
of that horrific day. Our bipartisan re-
port focused on security, planning, and 
response failures related to the violent 
and unprecedented insurrection that 
includes key findings and recommenda-
tions that should be put in place with-
out delay. 

We learned about one Capitol Police 
officer who could be heard on the radio 
that day asking a tragically simple 
question: Does anyone have a plan? 

Sadly, there was no plan. 
We found out there was no depart-

mentwide operational plan in place be-
fore January 6. We are pleased we have 
a new police chief who has started this 
last week, who I know will be com-
mitted to getting that plan and work-
ing with our Sergeant at Arms, with 
our new employees here who are com-
mitted to work on this, as well as all of 
those police officers who stood with us 
that day and protected us from harm. 

We found out in that report that, al-
though Capitol Police activated seven 
Civil Disturbance Unit platoons, only 
four were trained in advanced civil tac-
tics and had access to full riot gear. Of-
ficers in one platoon couldn’t access 
equipment that was locked on a bus. 
Less than 10 percent of officers—160 of 
1,840 sworn officers—were trained in 
advanced civil disturbance tactics. 

With respect to intelligence, neither 
the FBI nor the Department of Home-
land Security issued a threat assess-
ment or intelligence bulletin warning 
of the potential for violence on the 
Capitol on January 6. They admitted at 
the hearing they didn’t adequately 
look at social media or take it seri-
ously. 

At the same time, Capitol Police in-
telligence reports in advance of the at-

tack conflicted with each other. One 
warned of the Capitol being a target for 
home violence on January 6, and an-
other rated the likelihood of civil dis-
turbance as ‘‘remote’’ to ‘‘improbable.’’ 
It appeared nothing was actually re-
solved. 

We also found out that, while the Na-
tional Guard should have been called 
sooner, they began arriving at the Cap-
itol at 5:20 p.m., more than 4 hours 
after the barriers were first breached 
and nearly 3 hours after the Defense 
Department got a request for support 
from the Capitol Police. 

In light of these findings, our report 
made many recommendations per-
taining to both Capitol Police and Fed-
eral agencies. These are measures that 
could be acted on without delay while 
important oversight continues. 

With respect to security here at the 
Capitol, progress has already been 
made, as I mentioned, with the ap-
pointment of the new police chief. We 
said that should be done immediately. 

I have also introduced legislation 
with Senator BLUNT to put in place an-
other one of our recommendations, 
which is to empower the Capitol Police 
Chief to directly request assistance 
from the DC National Guard in emer-
gency situations. 

One of the many absurd and trag-
ically sad situations was that day 
when, of course, there had been mess- 
ups in not requesting the Guard ear-
lier, which could have changed things 
dramatically. 

But on that day, the Chief had to try 
to call the Sergeant at Arms of both 
Chambers, both of whom were leading 
the fight against the insurrectionists 
with the police. He had to make those 
phone calls because he felt that he 
needed that permission to be able to 
call in the National Guard. 

What our bill simply does is it gives 
the Capitol Police Chief, in those dire 
emergency situations, the power to do 
that. 

The agreement announced yesterday 
would also go a long way toward imple-
menting another of our recommenda-
tions, which is one of the most crucial: 
to ensure that the Capitol Police has 
sufficient personnel with appropriate 
training and equipment to fulfill its 
mission. 

Crucially, yesterday’s agreement in-
cludes essential funding for the Capitol 
Police and National Guard, including 
funding for exactly what is called for in 
our report. This comes at a critical 
time when the Capitol Police is ex-
pected to run out of funding for sala-
ries in August, and the National Guard 
is considering having to cut upcoming 
training without having additional 
support. 

The agreement also includes Capitol 
Police funding for improved equipment 
and training to ensure officers have the 
resources they need to fulfill their mis-
sion of protecting the Capitol. Impor-
tantly, the Capitol Police funding also 
includes money for mental health sup-
port, something I specifically called 
for. 
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It also fully reimburses the National 

Guard for their costs in deploying to 
the Capitol, which was essential to se-
curing the Capitol following the at-
tack. 

By the way, we all know we need to 
recruit more officers, and I believe the 
stability of having a police Chief in 
place, particularly one from this re-
gion, and also having the funding and 
the benefits and the things we need 
will be helpful in our major effort that 
must be done to recruit more Capitol 
Police. People have been working too 
many shifts; they have been working 
too late; and they have been away from 
their families for too long. 

While this proposal will deliver need-
ed funding for these urgent priorities, 
there are other priorities that we must 
not forget. 

First, it remains imperative that the 
criminal insurrectionists who overtook 
the Capitol on January 6 are held ac-
countable to the fullest extent of the 
law. The Justice Department has done 
incredible work to see that justice is 
done following the horrific events of 
that day, with more than 500 people 
now facing criminal charges. That is, 
by the way, very important that we 
fund that. That is something we may 
have to take up in the future as some 
of these cases may be very complex. 

Secondly, at the same time, the in-
surrection also made clear—and we all 
know this—the need to improve the se-
curity of the Capitol Complex itself. 
This includes funds requested to up-
grade the windows and doors that were 
destroyed by the violent mob that day 
and for new security measures. As we 
move forward, while I appreciate the 
funding in this bill, there may be need 
for additional funding. 

We heard again yesterday about the 
horrific events of January 6 during 
that hearing. We heard that harrowing 
testimony, once again, from brave offi-
cers who performed heroically under 
unimaginable circumstances. We all 
know the stories of staff hiding in clos-
ets. We all have seen the videos of how 
close it was for so many Members. We 
owe it to those who are with us today, 
for those we have lost, and for those 
whom we want to hire in the future to 
keep us safe. We owe it to them to pass 
this legislation to fund the Capitol Po-
lice and National Guard, but we also 
will owe it to them in the future to 
fund these ongoing prosecutions and 
other security improvements. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
working to ensure that we pass this 
bill and also that the critical funding 
needs are met as we move forward, for 
nothing is more important to this 
place than our democracy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that my remarks 
may conclude shortly after 1:10 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

INFRASTRUCTURE 
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I have 

good news for the people of Louisiana 
and good news for the American people: 
We have an agreement on an infra-
structure package. 

Now, OK, an ‘‘infrastructure pack-
age’’; what does that mean? Let’s just 
talk. 

There will be $110 billion for roads 
and bridges nationwide—$40 billion for 
bridges. By the way, Louisiana has the 
third most bridges in poor condition. 
So, if you are stuck right now in traffic 
trying to get over the Sabine River or 
the Calcasieu River or the Mississippi 
River or any of our other rivers which 
have bridges in poor condition, there is 
relief for you. There is $47 billion for 
resiliency. 

Now, my State is flooded more than 
other States, but every State, it seems, 
has had an issue with flooding. There is 
$47 billion; a significant portion of it is 
for flooding issues, for coastal restora-
tion, and other things regarding resil-
iency. 

There is permitting reform. Right 
now, we know it can take 6 to 10 years 
for a bridge project—an Army Corps of 
Engineers project—to be permitted. 
Sometimes it takes so long to permit 
that the facts on the ground have actu-
ally changed, and the permit almost is 
inaccurate. In building upon pilot 
projects which have shown that per-
mitting can be shortened from 6 years 
to 2 years, this infrastructure package 
has that permitting reform. There will 
be less money for bureaucrats and at-
torneys, and there will be more money 
for construction—what a major ad-
vance. 

By the way, some people have con-
fused this bill with the $3.5 trillion 
Democratic tax-and-spend extrava-
ganza. They are two different bills. 
This bill is for roads and bridges and 
broadband and resiliency and flood con-
trol and coastal restoration. The other 
is for who knows what. 

This bill, the infrastructure bill, has 
been judged by economists as to not 
contribute to inflation. The $3.5 tril-
lion bill, obviously, is going to make 
the inflation we have now worse. The 
bill we have does not raise taxes. The 
$3.5 trillion bill is estimated to raise 
hundreds of billions of dollars in taxes. 

One bill I love; the other bill I hate. 
The infrastructure bill that is going to 
shorten someone’s commute time 
across a bridge, to make their home 
less likely to flood, to extend 
broadband to areas of our country 
which are not served at all or are poor-
ly served is the bill I love, and I think 
that it is the bill that the American 
people desperately need. 

Let me conclude by saying, again, if 
you are stuck in bridge traffic in my 
State or in any other State right now, 
wondering why this bridge in poor con-
dition can’t get fixed, help is on its 
way. If you are in a place in our coun-
try, but particularly in my State, 
which has either flooded or is at risk of 
flooding or if you live near a coastline, 

and that beachfront, which 30 years 
ago when you bought that home was 
hundreds of feet out and now waves are 
lapping up on the road in front of your 
house and coastal erosion has endan-
gered your property and your life sav-
ings, help is on its way. If you have 
seen an initiative to build a bridge but 
have been so frustrated that it has 
taken so long to get the permits, that 
is about to change. This is legislation— 
bipartisan, paid for—that will address 
all of those issues. 

I conclude the way I started. 
We have good news. There is a bipar-

tisan infrastructure bill that begins to 
address the needs of the American peo-
ple—to create jobs, to take away frus-
trations, and to provide more secu-
rity—that all Americans should sup-
port. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 1:55 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:12 p.m., 
recessed until 1:55 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. ROSEN). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

DEBT CEILING 

Ms. ERNST. Madam President, we 
have all experienced a bit of buyer’s re-
morse this past year. The uncertainty 
caused by the pandemic had folks 
stockpiling too much or just doing a 
little online retail therapy for things 
they may never use. But when it comes 
to impulse buying, no one can compete 
with Democrats in Washington. If run-
ning up the taxpayers’ tab was an 
Olympic sport, Democrats would easily 
take home the gold. 

Over the past 6 months, the Demo-
crats have run up trillions of dollars in 
new spending. And as we are just days 
away from hitting the Nation’s debt 
limit, these same Democrats are pre-
paring to charge trillions more to the 
Nation’s credit card, paid for by tax-
payers, of course, to purchase more of 
their pricey, partisan pet projects and 
other items on their progressive wish 
list. 

Their reckless spending spree started 
in March with their strictly partisan 
$2.1 trillion, a so-called COVID bill. 
The Democrats assured us the $1,400 
stimulus checks and $300-a-week en-
hanced unemployment benefits in-
cluded in the bill would get America 
back on its feet. Well, folks, this July 
28, we have 10 million unfilled jobs. 
Last week, jobless claims increased. 
And hard-working Americans are feel-
ing the pinch and paying more for al-
most everything, from gas to groceries. 
The Democrats’ poisonous progressive 
policies are failing us, and Iowans and 
the rest of Americans know it. Yet 
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Democrats—they just keep on spend-
ing. 

Right now, the majority leader is 
plotting to fast-track an everything- 
but-the-kitchen-sink tax-and-spending 
bill that could cost more than $31⁄2 tril-
lion. So what is in this latest bill? 
More poisonous progressive policies. 

One of the most harmful provisions 
to families everywhere and especially 
farm families in Iowa is what I like to 
call the farm-to-table tax hike. The 
Democrats want to pay for part of 
their radical agenda by increasing the 
tax on family farms being passed from 
one generation to the next. But that 
tax won’t only hit farmers and ranch-
ers; it will increase the cost of pro-
ducing and purchasing food for all of 
our families. 

Americans recognize President 
Biden’s budget-busting bills are a key 
factor in the skyrocketing costs; yet 
the Democrats keep packing their bills 
with progressive pet policies and 
projects they know won’t make your 
life better but that will appease their 
political base. And their answer when 
things don’t get better is always: Wait, 
we didn’t spend enough. 

Folks, it is laughable to argue that 
Washington hasn’t spent enough when 
our national debt now exceeds $28 tril-
lion. The shopaholics who control the 
purse strings in Congress are addicted 
to spending other people’s money on 
things we don’t need or that we can’t 
afford. 

Let’s review the receipt for 
Bidenomics: $2.1 trillion for Biden’s so- 
called American Rescue Plan, which 
includes $200 billion for enhanced un-
employment payments, $1.7 billion for 
Amtrak, $135 million for the National 
Endowment for the Arts, $50 million 
for environmental justice grants, plus 
$3.5 trillion for the proposed reckless 
tax-and-spending spree. 

We still don’t even know what 
goodies are included in this grab bag, 
but it is likely to include parts of the 
socialist Green New Deal and doubling 
the size of the IRS by hiring an army 
of new auditors. Add on nearly $10 bil-
lion for swampy earmarks to pay for 
pork projects. 

The list goes on and on and on, like 
the world’s longest CVS receipt; except 
you don’t expect any savings here, 
folks. 

And when you add it all up, the grand 
total: $6.8 trillion. 

As these bills come due, President 
Biden’s reckless spending spree will 
leave us with buyer’s remorse for years 
to come. It is time to cut up Washing-
ton’s credit card and make DC start 
living within its means, just like every 
hard-working family across Iowa and 
America do. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 
Mr. BLUNT. Madam President, when 

President Biden was campaigning last 
year, he made the pledge over and over 
again that he wouldn’t raise taxes on 
any American making less than 
$400,000 a year. 

Frankly, I think that is a good 
pledge, and it is one that he keeps 
making. But right now, it seems that 
the facts would prove that he and, 
frankly, our Democrat colleagues here 
in the Congress are pushing for this 
reckless tax spree, this reckless spend-
ing spree in a way that makes it impos-
sible for him to keep that pledge. 

The Tax Foundation—and people can 
check this if they want to verify these 
numbers—looked at President Biden’s 
10-year plan, the plan he outlined in his 
2022 budget. This is not a plan that the 
Tax Foundation or any other group 
came up with on their own. They found 
that his plan would mean a higher av-
erage tax burden nationwide, including 
for middle-class Americans. 

In some States, the average taxpayer 
would see increases immediately; in 
others, tax hikes would grow over time 
as the various provisions change in the 
way that the President’s plan says they 
would change. 

You know, no matter what the Presi-
dent says, the tax burden is getting 
heavier under his plan for middle-class 
families in every State. 

In Missouri, the tax burden on the 
average filer would be $618 higher in 
2026 than it is today. In New Hamp-
shire, it would be $1,072 higher than it 
is today. And maybe most importantly, 
in Nevada, it would be $1,293 higher 
than it is today for the average tax-
payer. 

And if that doesn’t convince you, 
there was another analysis recently. 
This one was from the reliably liberal 
Tax Policy Center. It predicted that 
three out of every four taxpayers earn-
ing $75,000 to $100,000 a year would be 
worse off next year under the Biden 
plan. 

By 2031, that organization estimates 
that 95 percent of the people making 
between $75,000 and $100,000 would suf-
fer losses on their tax bill. 

The tax-and-spending spree envisions 
monster tax hikes on business, but we 
all know when you raise taxes on busi-
ness, they have to get the money from 
somewhere. 

In fact, there are only a couple places 
to get the money, and one is from 
workers and one is from customers. 
And trying to figure out that balance 
where you don’t lose customers and 
you don’t lose workers is pretty hard 
to figure out. You really can’t isolate 
middle-class workers from these tax 
impacts. You also can’t isolate middle- 
class customers from these impacts. 
You can’t keep those families from 
paying higher prices when a chunk of 
the business tax that the President and 
Democrats talk about have to get 
passed on to customers. 

So President Biden’s tax increases 
are likely to boost inflation even more 
than we have seen already, and we have 
seen a lot of it already. Go to the gas 
pump, go to the grocery store, go to 
buy clothes, go to have the basic neces-
sities you have to have, and you are 
going to see that they are substan-
tially higher than they were a year ago 

or 2 years ago before COVID, a year ago 
during COVID. 

The President’s budget effectively re-
peals the individual tax cuts enacted 
by Republicans in 2017. The cuts that 
were enacted in that law for Ameri-
cans, really, across income levels, have 
rate reductions that have to be ex-
tended in 4 years. The President’s plan 
doesn’t call for extending any of those 
rate reductions. 

Under the President’s proposal, 
someone making $94,000 per year will 
see her marginal tax rate jump from 24 
percent to 28 percent in 2026. 

Added to that, you have got higher 
taxes that Democrats plan to impose 
on family farmers and ranchers who 
are hoping to pass along their family 
business to the next generation. 

And, frankly, instead of advocating 
for these middle-class Americans I 
have just talked about, our Democratic 
friends seem to be fixated on restoring 
the tax break that overwhelmingly 
benefits wealthy Americans in high-tax 
States. They are pushing to allow peo-
ple to deduct more than $10,000 in State 
and local taxes on their Federal re-
turns. 

That scheme, by the way, would 
allow the top 1 percent of earners to in-
crease their after-tax income by about 
2.5 percent, 2.8 percent, while the bot-
tom 60 percent of all filers—if that law 
is changed back to what it used to be, 
the bottom 60 percent of all filers 
would gain less than one one-hun-
dredth percent on average. 

It is clear that President Biden’s tax 
hikes will hit a lot of Americans and a 
lot of Americans that make less than 
$400,000. 

The higher tax costs will hurt people 
who are already struggling with higher 
prices at the pump and everywhere 
they shop, and it will hurt our eco-
nomic recovery. 

My friends may not want to admit— 
and I wouldn’t either if I was them— 
that they are going to raise taxes on 
middle-class families, but that is ex-
actly what they are doing. And if any-
body doesn’t know it now, they will 
know it if Democrats in the Senate and 
the House get their way. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida. Madam Presi-

dent, in less than 72 hours, the suspen-
sion on the Federal Government’s debt 
ceiling will expire. That leaves Con-
gress with two options: continue with 
the reckless, wasteful spending it is ac-
customed to without any account-
ability to the American people; or fi-
nally face reality, make some tough 
choices, and chart a path forward that 
lowers the Federal debt and gets spend-
ing under control. 

Washington is constantly spending 
more money and taking on new debt 
without any plan to ever reduce the 
debt. 

Since 1960, Congress has raised or ex-
tended the debt limit more than 70 
times. Washington’s choice to keep 
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raising or suspending the debt ceiling 
is like raising the limit on your credit 
card month after month with no plan 
to pay it off. 

It is reckless, and it is this kind of 
fiscal irresponsibility that is hurting 
American families and causing the ris-
ing inflation we are seeing. 

As you can see here, 87 percent of 
Americans are worried about infla-
tion—87 percent. Low- and fixed-in-
come families are having to cut on pur-
chases because of rising costs. 

Look at these numbers: Gas up 52 
percent in 12 months; milk, 11; bacon, 
16 percent; eggs, 6 percent; used cars, 45 
percent; utilities, 6 percent. 

I am hearing from families all across 
Florida who are worried. Read you a 
couple stories. 

A father of three in Jacksonville, 
who is temporarily helping to take 
care of two other kids because their fa-
ther is out of work, has started work-
ing a second job driving Uber just to 
pay for groceries that are rapidly in-
creasing in price. Now, his Uber job is 
becoming less and less profitable be-
cause the rising price of gas. 

Mother of four in Wauchula said she 
used to be able to go to the grocery 
store and spend a certain amount of 
money for an entire month’s groceries; 
now she can’t. Two hundred dollars in 
meat is not—is no longer enough to 
feed her family of five. She is being 
forced to choose between gas to get to 
work and groceries for her family, and 
is picking up extra jobs just to get by. 

I can relate to all this. I grew up in 
a family that struggled for money. My 
mom would take in ironing for extra 
money. She would send me or my older 
brother to the grocery store with exact 
change, but she told us: You have got 
to check the prices. The prices keep 
going up. And if it does, you have got 
to figure out how to get the food we 
need with less—with the money we 
have. 

I have spoken to the owner of a con-
struction company in West Palm Beach 
who says materials are going up. Twen-
ty-four dollars for a sheet of plywood is 
now $80 a sheet. Drywall is going up a 
dollar a board. Prices of hardware, like 
screws, are going up 10 to 15 percent 
per month. Delivery prices are going up 
due to gas and the shortage of truck 
drivers. His employees are complaining 
about gas and are afraid what it might 
mean if the price continues to rise. 

A restaurant owner in Tampa told 
me the cost of meat has gone up from 
$9 a pound to $18. Gas prices and food 
prices, coupled with the struggle to 
find workers, has been very hard on his 
business. 

Another family in Kissimmee told 
me how hard it is to keep food on the 
table because everything is so expen-
sive. They are having trouble keeping 
the car because of the cost of mainte-
nance and gas, but if he doesn’t have a 
car, he wouldn’t have a way to get to 
work to take care of his family. 

The price of gas affects nearly every-
one, and right now average gas prices 
are up nearly $1 since last year. 

For a family that fills up their tank 
once a week, if you drive a car, that 
means Joe Biden raised your expenses 
$600 a year; if you drive a truck, that 
means Joe Biden raised your expenses 
by more than $1,000 a year. 

Biden and the Democrats say they 
care about people, but they have done 
absolutely nothing to help families 
struggling to keep up with inflation. 
Their plan is to spend more, more, 
more money, not less. 

We have nearly $30 trillion in debt, 
and there are no plans to slow down. 
Now Biden and the Democrats want to 
spend another $5.5 trillion on their lib-
eral priorities, with no consideration 
as to how this might impact families. 

Right now, this message that Presi-
dent Biden and the Democrats in Wash-
ington are sending to the American 
people is clear: We don’t care about in-
flation. We don’t care about reckless 
spending that is causing prices to sky-
rocket. 

If they say that is the cost of getting 
our liberal—their liberal wish list done, 
so be it. 

I think it is a disgusting approach 
and I am not going to stand for it. I am 
here to say that enough is enough. It is 
time to wake up to reality. Eighty- 
seven percent of Americans are con-
cerned about inflation. We have to take 
action to get government spending 
under control, which is why we have 
introduced the Federal Debt Emer-
gency Control Act. 

My bill prevents Washington from 
mindlessly spending by requiring that 
two-thirds of the Senate vote to in-
crease the debt before approving any 
bill with deficit spending. 

It would also terminate any unobli-
gated funding from the American Res-
cue Plan and any previous spending 
bills—sending it back to the Treasury 
general fund for deficit reduction. 

Finally, it would ensure that any bill 
reducing the debt by at least 5 percent 
over 10 years is fast-tracked through 
the legislative process. 

I have also introduced an amendment 
to the Senate rules to require that all 
committee reports include inflationary 
impact statements so Americans can 
see the true impacts of government 
spending. 

Americans deserve to know how their 
hard-earned dollars are being spent and 
how Washington’s spending is affecting 
inflation. This will ensure they do. 

I welcome all my fiscally responsible 
colleagues to join me to say we don’t 
accept status quo. We won’t watch in 
silence as people try to spend us into 
oblivion. We won’t stand by while in-
flation wreaks havoc on our families 
and businesses. 

We can get spending under control. 
While I was Governor of Florida, we 
paid down one-third of our State debt 
by living within our means, all while 
cutting taxes and fees about 100 times. 

We can do it here, but we have to 
start acting responsibly today, and the 
time to do that is now. It is time to 
stand up for our grandkids, whose fu-

ture is being mortgaged for out-of-con-
trol Washington spending. This isn’t 
political. It is good government, and it 
is commonsense. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Madam President, 

America has seen a number of horren-
dous financial crises before, but none 
that have so quickly developed as the 
fiscal crisis this White House created 
with trillions of dollars’ worth of 
drunken spending and tax proposals in 
just the first 7 months of control. 

The most glaring, almost parody- 
level, example is the administration’s 
$3.5 trillion and growing, newly la-
beled, human infrastructure package, 
which is nothing more than a rosy- 
sounding title for socialism. 

The results of these radical tax-and- 
spending policies, what are they? A 
sluggish economy, inflation, and one of 
the most dramatic expansions of the 
welfare state in recent history. Re-
cently, the Department of Labor re-
ported that consumer prices climbed 
for the third straight month, jumping 5 
percent in June, the largest increase in 
13 years. 

Every day, we see inflation impact-
ing hard-working Americans. In fact, 
this past weekend, we held five town-
hall meetings in Kansas, and thanks to 
this administration’s economic poli-
cies, runaway inflation has replaced 
COVID at the top of the mountain of 
concerns for people of my home State. 

In Kansas, we are paying more than 
$1 more per gallon at the gas pump, 40 
cents more per gallon of milk, and al-
most 20 percent more for a home than 
we were at this time last year. While 
wages have increased, inflation con-
tinues to outpace them by more than 
two-to-one. I have heard loudly and 
clearly the concerns from Kansans, and 
especially from small business owners, 
the backbone of our economy, about 
the impact of the Democrats’ reckless 
summer tax-and-spending spree. 

One tax proposal, the elimination of 
stepped-up basis, would be devastating 
to small businesses and family farms, 
as that provision allows them to hand 
down their family business from one 
generation to the next without paying 
a costly tax burden. 

Under the administration’s plan, the 
average farmer would have a new tax 
obligation of nearly a quarter of a mil-
lion dollars, as cropland values in Kan-
sas have risen 220 percent since 1997, 
not to mention the economy-killing 
policy of eliminating 1031 exchanges 
and taxing capital gains at ordinary in-
come levels. 

On the spending front, this adminis-
tration continues to pursue 
unsustainable and irresponsible spend-
ing policies that are actually ruining 
our economic recovery. Further, they 
want to increase the debt limit without 
implementing any spending reforms. 
This is going to crush our children and 
grandchildren, leaving their generation 
to pay for the social sins of this gen-
eration. 
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Instead of getting our fiscal house in 

order and curbing back on massive gov-
ernment spending, this administration 
and Democrats in Congress are work-
ing to pass trillions more in reckless 
spending under the guise of infrastruc-
ture. 

Pre-COVID, we had the greatest 
economy in my lifetime. That came 
about because we lowered people’s 
taxes, we lowered regulations, and we 
lowered energy prices. We need smart, 
targeted investments, not radical 
spending that leaves this country at a 
disadvantage and kills jobs. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Madam President, for far 

too long, the Federal Government has 
been borrowing and then spending 
money that it simply doesn’t have. 
This is something we have long under-
stood as a problem for the future, for 
future generations. But now it is not 
just a problem for the future any more. 
We are already feeling the con-
sequences right now. Americans of this 
generation are paying the price today. 

Why is this the case? Well, politi-
cians in Washington vote for enormous, 
reckless spending packages, and they 
do so for short-term political gain and 
praise. Now, we all know that does hap-
pen, and we all know that, whether it 
is a spending bill that is soon to come 
before this body or another, if it spends 
a lot of money, it probably will bring 
people a lot of praise. 

But it is the people—the hard-work-
ing families in Utah and in every other 
State across the Nation—who are 
forced to pay the price, the price for 
the praise and the political gain of the 
politician who votes for that sort of 
thing. They are the ones who bear the 
brunt of inflation’s consequences. It is 
making day-to-day life more expensive. 
More than anyone, it is the poor and 
middle class of America who are hit 
the hardest. 

Every single day, it is getting more 
expensive to fill cupboards, refrig-
erators, and bellies. Every day, it is 
getting more expensive to drive to 
work or drive to the doctor or drive 
your kids to the school. Every day, it 
is getting harder to buy a house or buy 
a car or pay for the heat and the air 
conditioning in your home. 

To give a few specific examples, gas 
prices are up over 50 percent from last 
year. This hurts people not only at the 
pump but with everything they buy, 
because everything they buy is more 
costly to transport and, therefore, 
more costly to purchase. 

Chicken prices are soaring. Boneless, 
skinless chicken breast is trading at $2 
per pound, compared to the $1.30 per 
pound it has averaged over the last two 
decades. Some diapers that in recent 
years have cost around $25 per package 
now cost around $40, and there are 
fewer diapers in each package. 

We, in Utah, are certainly feeling the 
crunch. According to a recent survey, 
85 percent of Utahns are worried about 
inflation, as well they should be. 

Now, what does the Democrats’ 
spending package amount to? A multi-
trillion-dollar inflation bomb. So far, 
we haven’t seen text, and we haven’t 
seen estimates about how much the bill 
will cost, exactly. We haven’t even seen 
what Democrats in the White House 
would like in the bill. But recent esti-
mates suggest that it will spend about 
$4 trillion, maybe more. The last thing 
we need for our already frightening in-
flation is to spend that amount of 
money. It is taking an already bad sit-
uation and making it far, far worse. 

In fact, this is the first time we have 
seen a spending package of this kind— 
one that spends the amount that it 
does. I don’t just mean the first time 
we have seen something like this in the 
Senate this year. I mean, when we are 
talking about a spending bill that is 
likely to cost $4 trillion, maybe more, 
that is more money than we in this 
body have ever spent. In fact, I would 
dare say it is more money than has 
ever been spent at any one time for one 
legislative proposal in the history not 
just of the United States of America 
but in the history of the world. 

I mean, look at it this way. There is 
no entity in the history of the planet 
that has amassed more economic power 
than the U.S. Government—the U.S. 
Government, which in recent years has 
been spending at a rate of about $4 tril-
lion a year. This bill, in one bill, could 
well spend that in one single legisla-
tive package. This is an astounding 
amount of money. No one has ever 
spent money in such a large quantity 
in the history of the world. 

What is more, this type of legislation 
has great potential—in fact, a darn 
near certainty—to carry out a reverse 
Robin Hood mission that is especially 
perverse, where we essentially rob the 
poor to give to the rich. Make no mis-
take. When we pass spending legisla-
tion like this, a small handful of well- 
connected people will get rich. They 
will get very rich. Why? Well, because 
they see it coming. They know how to 
play it. They know how to benefit from 
it, and they know how to capitalize on 
it. That is a very small group of people, 
and that is a small comfort to those 
who will be hurt by it. We will get to 
them in a minute. So that is the first 
category of people. 

You have a second category of people 
who are well-to-do. Maybe they don’t 
capitalize off of it, but they do end up 
paying a price. They find goods more 
expensive. But this small category of 
people, consisting of well-off people, 
might not actually feel the pinch be-
cause, perhaps, they have enough saved 
up; they have enough assets. It doesn’t 
really, meaningfully impact their 
standard of living or their quality of 
life. But even those first two cat-
egories—those who will get rich off of a 
bill like this and those who won’t feel 
much of an impact—make up a really 
small segment of the U.S. population, 
quite possibly, percentagewise, in the 
low single digits. But poor and middle- 
class Americans, many of whom live 

paycheck to paycheck, will be most 
hurt, as they will be the ones to feel 
their paychecks—their limited pay-
checks—stretched thinner and thinner 
each and every week. You see, the U.S. 
economy doesn’t suddenly make more 
goods simply because Congress decides 
to spend more. Quite to the contrary, 
it can’t. We don’t have the ability to 
create wealth. All we have the ability 
to do is channel existing wealth. So if 
we just add more dollars to an econ-
omy that already has access to a rel-
atively finite group of goods and serv-
ices in any given year, you are just 
going to increase the cost. That is 
what happens, and that is how poor and 
middle-class Americans get stuck with 
the bill. That is why poor and middle- 
class Americans end up being harmed 
in this bad bargain that is really good 
for a small handful of wealthy and well 
connected. It may be good for the mo-
ment for a small handful of politicians 
who will get praise and political gain 
for voting for it. It is really bad for 
poor and middle-class people, and that 
is wrong. 

Look, at the end of the day, govern-
ment is not the one hurt by massive, 
reckless spending packages like this 
one. People are. Real, breathing human 
beings are. The government doesn’t go 
hungry at the end of the month. The 
government doesn’t worry about pay-
ing rent when the kids need braces. 
The government isn’t forced to choose 
between buying groceries and paying 
medical bills. The government doesn’t 
forgo family reunions when it is time 
to tighten the belt. Taxpayers do. Fam-
ilies do, especially poor and middle- 
class families. The reckless spending 
must stop. This inflation bomb is ex-
ploding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Presi-
dent, my colleague said it so very well. 
The inflation bomb is exploding, and 
people in Tennessee are incredibly con-
cerned about that. I hear about this 
every single day from Tennesseans. 

They are also concerned about the 
fact that it seems that the Democratic 
majority has been unable to push for-
ward a budget that would be bipar-
tisan, that would have appropriate 
spending, and that would prioritize the 
needs and the concerns of the Amer-
ican people. 

Until just a few hours ago, we didn’t 
have any insight into an infrastructure 
bill that would be bipartisan, and I ap-
plaud those who have worked so dili-
gently to reach a bipartisan agree-
ment. But the American people have 
started to lose a lot of their trust and 
a lot of their patience with Wash-
ington, DC, and I think we can say 
‘‘rightfully so’’ because they are 
watching the cost of government go up. 
They are watching the hesitancy to 
move forward on their concerns, and 
they are speaking out to us. I had a 
Tennessean this week ask me why 
Washington was wasting so much time, 
because time is money, and they want 
to see things done. 
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We know we need to see what these 

bills are going to look like. We are 
hearing that the majority wants to 
bring forward this tax-and-spend spree 
of legislation that would be trillions of 
dollars, and we know that what would 
end up happening is this would be 
something that—I call it lie, cheat, 
steal. You don’t say exactly what you 
are going to use the money for. You 
don’t say exactly where the money is 
going to come from within the budget. 
Eventually, all of it comes out of the 
taxpayers’ pocket. And you are steal-
ing hopes and dreams from future gen-
erations who are going to—they are 
going to have to pay the bill for this. It 
is our children and our grandchildren 
and future generations that are going 
to have to find a way to pay for all of 
this. 

That is why I brought this chart back 
to the floor. I have used it recently 
here on this floor to remind us of Ron-
ald Reagan’s words: 

Freedom is never more than one genera-
tion away from extinction. It has to be 
fought for and defended by each generation. 

Very true words. And what a good re-
minder to us because as we give gov-
ernment more control over our lives, as 
we give them more control in the Fed-
eral budget, as the government takes 
more money out of the pocket of hard- 
working taxpayers, what do we see? We 
see less freedom. 

There is such concern that the Demo-
cratic majority has refused to come 
forward and say how they want to 
spend these trillions of dollars. I think 
part of that is because there is not a 
way to pay for it, and they don’t plan 
to pay for it. Instead, they are going to 
send that bill to future generations. 

This is dangerous. We are upside 
down on this national debt when you 
look at how that debt clock is ticking. 
But we have to choose to spend tax-
payer money where it matters, and it 
still matters. It matters to Ten-
nesseans what their tax dollars are 
spent for, and it matters how they are 
spent. Another thing that matters to 
them is what we are spending it for and 
the driving of inflation across this 
country. 

If my Democratic colleagues con-
tinue to dig this hole, future genera-
tions will be in so deep that it will be 
very difficult for them to compete on 
the global stage. They will be vulner-
able to the deathtraps our adversaries 
in Beijing set for nations that have 
made the same mistakes that the 
Democratic majority wants us to 
make: spending more money than you 
have to spend for programs that you 
cannot afford. 

I would argue that existing in a state 
of dependence and vulnerability cre-
ated by our own government is the op-
posite of freedom. It is the opposite of 
freedom. Is that really what we want 
for our children and grandchildren, to 
leave them with so much Federal debt 
that they are covered in debt; that 
most of their paycheck is going to go 
to the Federal Government to pay for 

programs that have long outlived their 
usefulness? I think not. 

That is why it is so important that 
we look at what is happening right 
now, as there are these conversations 
about budgets and as there are these 
conversations about the tax-and-spend 
spree that my colleagues across the 
aisle would seek to propose. 

I would also offer that that type of 
spending is not governing. What it is, 
is a power grab. What it is, is taking 
care of your friends and not those who 
elected you to serve. The American 
people can see what is coming at them 
from a mile away, and they are ex-
pressing their concerns about DC’s out- 
of-control tax-and-spending spree. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

VOTE ON WILCOX NOMINATION 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-
dent, with the permission of both sides, 
may I ask unanimous consent that the 
vote scheduled to start in 3 minutes 
start now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Wilcox nomina-
tion? 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 
necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 
nays 47, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 282 Ex.] 

YEAS—52 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—47 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 

Blunt 
Boozman 

Braun 
Burr 

Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 

Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 

Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Rounds 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 258, David 
M. Prouty, of Maryland, to be a Member of 
the National Labor Relations Board for the 
term of five years expiring August 27, 2026. 

Charles E. Schumer, Tammy Baldwin, 
Tim Kaine, Patty Murray, Tina Smith, 
Jacky Rosen, Christopher Murphy, 
Cory A. Booker, Mark R. Warner, Brian 
Schatz, Sherrod Brown, Sheldon White-
house, Raphael Warnock, Michael F. 
Bennet, Jeanne Shaheen, Patrick J. 
Leahy, Richard J. Durbin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of David M. Prouty, of Maryland, to be 
a Member of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board for the term of five years 
expiring August 27, 2026, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 283 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 

Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 

Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
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Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 

Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 

Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Rounds 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER). On this vote, the yeas 
are 53, the nays are 46. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of David M. 
Prouty, of Maryland, to be a Member of 
the National Labor Relations Board for 
the term of five years expiring August 
27, 2026. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

EGYPT 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, right-

fully, this body is consumed with pend-
ing votes on infrastructure, but I want 
to draw my colleagues’ attention to an-
other matter of both importance and 
urgency. 

One of Vladimir Putin’s favorite tac-
tics during the Chechen rebellion was 
to kidnap the innocent relatives of 
rebel leaders and hold them captive 
until the leaders surrendered. Some-
times, if the rebel leader never gave 
himself up, the family members would 
just disappear forever. Thousands of 
these cases were documented over the 
course of the war, all in gross, blatant 
violation of human rights laws. It is 
one of the many reasons that Russia is 
an adversary, not an ally of the United 
States. We don’t do business with na-
tions that prey upon the innocent. We 
don’t align ourselves with nations that 
use kidnapping or torture as a tool to 
stay in power. 

A few months ago, Moustafa Soltan 
and Khairi Soltan were startled by a 
hard knock on their door in the wee 
hours of a February Sunday morning. 
It was the Egyptian authorities, there 
to detain them again simply because 
their cousin happened to be a man 
named Mohamed Soltan, an American 
citizen and vocal Egyptian human 
rights advocate. Rightly, Moustafa and 
Khairi were not surprised because for 
the past year, the Soltan family has 
been the subject of consistent, coordi-
nated harassment and detention by the 
agents of Egyptian dictator 
Abdelfattah Elsisi. 

Now, Sisi would probably argue that 
he uses the tactic of harassing and de-
taining family members of his political 
opponents in a more judicious manner 
than does Vladimir Putin, but he can’t 
deny that he does it. He further cannot 
deny the systematic method by which 
he has used the judicial system in 
Egypt to eliminate his political opposi-
tion. 

Now, a reliable estimate is hard to 
come by because the political arrests 
have come at a dizzying pace since 2013, 
but it is believed that there are 60,000 
people in jail today in Egypt because 
they are political opponents of the Sisi 
government. 

Now, Putin jails his political adver-
saries, too, but his number of around 
400 doesn’t come close to Sisi’s. But 
that is just the tip of the iceberg when 
it comes to the Egyptian regime’s 
treatment of political opponents. Only 
China and Iran execute more people 
every year than Egypt, and many of 
these executions are for political 
crimes. Journalists are currently under 
constant threat in Egypt. The country 
rates 166 out of 180 by the press free-
dom group Reporters Without Borders 
compared against other nations. 

In the 2018 Presidential election, Sisi 
had his main opponent arrested and 
had his campaign manager beaten up, 
causing all the other credible can-
didates to drop out of the race. 
Shockingly, Sisi won with 97 percent of 
the vote. That same year, Putin was 
less greedy. He gave himself only 70 
percent in his Presidential election. 

So why, you might ask, is Egypt our 
partner and Russia our adversary if 
their behavior is so malignantly simi-
lar? Why does Russia get sanctioned 
and Egypt get showered with $1.3 bil-
lion in military aid each year? 

Now, yes, there are important lines 
of cooperation between Egypt and the 
United States, and this explains some 
of that difference. Egypt’s 1979 peace 
treaty with Israel remains one of the 
most significant diplomatic achieve-
ments for the promotion of Arab- 
Israeli peace. For the last 40 years, 
Egypt has been a peace broker between 
the Israelis and the Palestinians. We 
rely on them historically. Egypt con-
tributed forces to the first gulf war in 
1990. The United States and Egypt 
often cooperate on counterterrorism 
work. Our ships often get preference in 
going through the Suez Canal, al-
though we pay for that privilege. 

All that is important, but none of it 
is enough to justify the damage done to 
U.S. power and prestige when the 
whole world watches America deliver 
this giant blank check each year to 
Egypt while Sisi engages in this re-
peated, brazen violation of human 
rights. How do you tell Russia and 
China to stop their campaigns of polit-
ical repression when we so openly en-
dorse the grandiose scale of Sisi’s? 

No, Egypt has come to believe that it 
can act any way that it wants, that it 
can carry out a massive campaign of 
political repression and that the Con-

gress and the American President, 
whether he be a Republican or a Demo-
crat, will just keep the money coming. 
And it is a stunning amount of money. 
The $1.3 billion security assistance 
package that Egypt gets every year 
from U.S. taxpayers is bested by only 
one other country in the world, and 
that is Israel. 

Most outrageous of all in light of this 
policy, Egypt arrests and imprisons 
American citizens with near impunity. 
Mohamed Soltan is not the only Egyp-
tian American to be arrested and tor-
tured as a political prisoner. Mustafa 
Kassem from Long Island, NY, was ar-
rested in 2013 while visiting family, 
just visiting family in Cairo. He died in 
an Egyptian prison in January of last 
year. There have been dozens of other 
American citizens. 

It is unacceptable that we would be 
providing over $1 billion in assistance 
to Egypt while they are holding a sin-
gle American in prison for political 
crimes. When countries accept our 
money and continue to thumb their 
noses at our values, it makes America 
look like a patsy. It makes us weaker 
as a nation. 

So many of us cheered when Presi-
dent Biden took office declaring that 
there would now be ‘‘a foreign policy 
that unites our democratic values with 
our diplomatic leadership, and one that 
is centered on the defense of democ-
racy and the protection of human 
rights.’’ President Biden’s team has 
been outspoken on human rights in our 
foreign policy by calling out abusive 
dictatorships who imprison their crit-
ics and muzzle free speech, reuniting 
our democratic allies in Europe against 
Russian election interference and Chi-
nese misinformation, and sanctioning 
corrupt oligarchs all over the world. 
That is great news. 

The Biden administration has chosen 
to make democracy and human rights 
a priority because they see this coming 
fight between Chinese- and Russian- 
modeled autocracy and American-led 
democracy. And over the last 4 years, 
Donald Trump’s affection for dictator-
ship, it gave our adversaries in the 
autocratic world a headstart. President 
Biden knows the future of the world de-
pends on our willingness as a nation to 
take a strong, immediate stand right 
now for democracy everywhere. 

And so let’s be clear. An administra-
tion that wants to lead on democracy 
and human rights cannot send another 
$1.3 billion to Egypt with no strings at-
tached. To do so would be to endorse 
Sisi’s crackdown and send a bright, 
blinking message to the world that 
America talks a big game on democ-
racy but isn’t willing to do much about 
it. 

Luckily, Joe Biden doesn’t have to 
take the heat when it comes to a 
change in Egypt policy. He can simply 
blame Congress and tell Sisi that he is 
just upholding the law. 

Why? 
For more than a decade, Congress has 

been conditioning some of the aid we 
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give to Egypt on its human rights 
record, hoping that if we tied a portion 
of the $1.3 billion to things like holding 
free and fair elections, or releasing po-
litical prisoners, allowing the media 
space to operate, that the Egyptian 
Government would make progress. 

But nearly every single year, the 
State Department waives those condi-
tions and just gives Egypt the money, 
even when the conditions aren’t close 
to being met. Only once—and I will 
give them credit for this—in 2017, Sec-
retary Tillerson cut $95 million and 
temporarily held up another $195 mil-
lion of Egypt’s aid money, but even 
that $195 million was released before 
all the conditions were met. 

Never has the State Department just 
said the obvious: The conditions 
weren’t met. We are not going to waive 
them. You are not getting the money. 

And we are talking about a portion of 
the money, this year, $300 million of 
the $1.3 billion. 

It is painfully clear that the lesson 
Egypt has learned over the years is a 
simple one: America is not serious 
about human rights, and so we don’t 
need to invest in improvements; we are 
going to get the money anyway. 

This year, Congress has said that the 
Secretary of State should withhold $300 
million of military aid to Egypt if Sisi 
doesn’t substantially reverse his cam-
paign of political repression and in-
timidation. What we know, unequivo-
cally, is that no meaningful progress 
has been made. The latest arrests of 
Mohamed Soltan’s family were done in 
February of this year. That was kind of 
like a thumb in the eye of the new ad-
ministration and the new Congress. 

Like clockwork every year, right be-
fore the annual waiver is given by the 
State Department, Egypt normally 
does release a few of the most egre-
giously detained prisoners or an-
nounces some minor change in policy, 
but it is always window dressing. The 
trend from year to year is always the 
same: more human rights violations, 
more intimidation, less free speech, 
less democracy. 

This year, the United States must 
withhold the $300 million, in accord-
ance with the law passed by this Con-
gress. It will send a message to Egypt 
that we are serious about reform and, 
maybe more importantly, it will send a 
message to the world that we are will-
ing to walk the walk, not just talk the 
talk. 

Now, this town freaks out whenever 
the security assistance gravy train 
goes off the rails, even for a moment. 
Keeping the pipeline of American arms 
flowing to brutal regimes, it makes a 
lot of people rich in Washington. And 
those people are whispering in the ears 
of Congress and the administration 
right now, making the claim, as they 
do every single year, that the sky is 
going to fall if Egypt doesn’t get its 
$1.3 billion—all of it, all of the $1.3 bil-
lion—as they have every year since 
1987. They will say that all the lines of 
cooperation that I mentioned earlier 
will disappear. 

But in reality, the return on invest-
ment for our military aid to Egypt, it 
has been diminishing for a long time 
now. And there is no reason that the 
things that we get from Egypt—Suez 
access, overflight rights, continued up-
holding of the peace treaty with 
Israel—will be overturned should they 
get only $1 billion rather than $1.3 bil-
lion this year. 

Why is that? 
Well, because in 1987, those benefits 

Egypt provides were arguably conces-
sions to our requests. But, today, 
Egypt does those things not because we 
pay them to do it, but because they 
have their own reasons to do them. 

For years, the United States looked 
the other way while another regional 
power, Saudi Arabia, carried out its 
own dizzying campaign of repression 
against its own people. We did vir-
tually nothing. We said virtually noth-
ing. Instead, we rewarded Saudi Arabia 
with record amounts of armed sales. 
And then one day, they kidnapped a 
U.S. resident and they chopped him to 
pieces. And America was made a fool in 
the eyes of the world, and, in some 
ways, we have had a hard time recov-
ering from that day. 

Mohamed Soltan, just like Jamal 
Khashoggi, believes that there is no 
other nation in the world that cares 
more about standing up for democracy 
and civil rights than America. Egypt 
doesn’t care. They harass and imprison 
his relatives at will—the relatives of a 
high-profile American citizen—because 
they can. Let’s not make the same mis-
take with Egypt that we made with 
Saudi Arabia. 

Egypt notices when we talk tough 
and do nothing, so does the rest of the 
world. And so withholding $300 million 
of their $1.3 billion until Egypt makes 
real concessions on reform, it won’t 
fundamentally harm U.S. interests in 
the Middle East. It will only make us 
more safe. 

It is the best opportunity for the 
Biden administration to show that we 
mean it when we say that the stakes in 
the fight between autocracy and de-
mocracy are sky high and that we are 
willing to do more than just talk about 
our values. America has the capacity 
to live them as well. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, it was 1 
week ago that the Senate held a proce-
dural vote on a bill that hadn’t even 
been written. And to no one’s surprise, 
it failed. 

Republicans, for our part, said it 
made no sense to advance to a more 
than $1 trillion infrastructure plan be-
fore knowing what was in the plan and 
how it would be paid for. 

Our Democratic colleagues argued 
that the big text was imminent, com-
ing any moment, any second, and it 
was critical to get the process started. 

Well, here we are, 1 week later. I 
guess the bill text wasn’t imminent be-
cause we still haven’t seen it yet. 

Earlier today, we heard that there 
was an agreement, I assume in prin-
ciple, on the major portions of the pro-
posed plan, which I concede is a major 
sign of progress. I want to commend all 
of our colleagues, including Senators 
PORTMAN, COLLINS, ROMNEY, and CAS-
SIDY, who have been working hard on 
our side of the aisle to achieve con-
sensus, and on the Democratic side, 
Senators like Senator MANCHIN and 
SINEMA and others. 

But this infrastructure plan that we 
haven’t seen yet is no more ready for 
action today on the floor than it was 
last week. We made clear last week 
that we wanted to see the details be-
fore voting on a trillion-dollar bill that 
will impact every community across 
this country. 

Until this bill is actually written and 
we have a chance to review it, includ-
ing all the details, the costs, the pay- 
fors, and the impact it will have on our 
States, I will not support it. And I 
imagine the majority of my Republican 
colleagues feel the same way. 

Now, I say that also believing that it 
is important for us to get a bipartisan 
infrastructure bill. I actually want us 
to. But part of the challenge is these 
groups of gangs that operate outside of 
what we would call regular order here; 
that is, the committees of jurisdiction, 
where all Senators get to participate in 
the final product, including on the 
floor of the Senate, that is really not 
possible when you have a group—a 
small group, a subset of the Senate ne-
gotiating a deal among themselves, and 
then they present it to us as a fait 
accompli and say: You have to accept 
it. 

Well, it doesn’t work very well, ordi-
narily, but I am willing to give them a 
chance because I know they have com-
mitted a lot of time and effort into 
this. But it is going to depend on a cou-
ple of things. My vote, ultimately, is 
going to depend on a couple of things. 

First of all, we fund our highways, 
our roads, and bridges mainly through 
the gas tax. That is the amount of 
money that goes into the gallon of gas 
that is dedicated for the highway trust 
fund. Well, because our cars are getting 
more mileage now and because we are 
seeing alternatives, like electric vehi-
cles, the highway trust fund is simply 
inadequate to fund the demand of our 
infrastructure: roads and bridges and 
the like. 

But that is no excuse for us to get 
away from what has heretofore been a 
pay-for model or a user-fee model. In 
other words, infrastructure should be 
paid for by the people who use it, not 
people who don’t use it. And that is 
why the gas tax, at least as originally 
conceived, made a lot of sense. 

But we made a couple of mistakes. 
One, we didn’t index it to inflation. 
And, secondly, we just couldn’t ac-
count, back when the gas tax was 
adopted, for the innovation we have 
seen in transportation—natural gas- 
driven vehicles, electric vehicles, and 
the like—that pay nothing for our 
roads and infrastructure. 
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And I think it is a very serious prob-

lem for us from a fiscal point of view to 
get away from the user-fee model. First 
of all, we know that we have had to 
spend a lot of money to fight the 
COVID–19 virus, to deal with the public 
health and the economic consequences 
associated with it. 

That is why we passed, I believe it 
was, a total of five bills last year alone 
on a bipartisan basis to defeat this 
virus. And you could tell from some of 
the face masks being worn here in the 
Chamber right now, we have not yet 
been able to defeat it finally, notwith-
standing the discovery and broad use of 
vaccines and other treatments. 

But an infrastructure bill is different 
than a pandemic because we actually 
should be in the position of paying for 
our spending rather than borrowing 
from future generations. 

I appreciate the good work that has 
been done by the bipartisan negoti-
ating group to try to come up with 
some credible pay-fors, but they 
haven’t been able to use the traditional 
user-fee model because President Biden 
and his administration took it off the 
bargaining table, which means you 
have to use other pay-fors outside of a 
user-fee model in order to pay for it or 
else you just merely add to our debt 
and pass on the responsibility to pay 
those bills back to future generations. 

Well, I don’t think any of this is news 
to the majority leader, who, once 
again, has scheduled a vote before we 
have a bill that we can actually read, 
discuss with our constituents. 

I, for example, would like to be able 
to discuss the contents of the bill with 
my friends at the Texas Department of 
Transportation and the Governor and 
other people who are very much en-
gaged in what the infrastructure in my 
State looks like, what it should be, and 
what we need in terms of investments 
in the future. But I can’t do that if the 
bill text hasn’t even been released yet, 
and the majority leader knows that. 

So the question I have is: Why in the 
world would the majority leader sched-
ule another vote before the bill is even 
released, before we can read it and con-
sult with our staff and outside experts, 
like my friends at the Texas Depart-
ment of Transportation? 

We have seen contradictory signs 
about what our Democratic colleagues 
really hope to do. When asked about 
the fate of the bipartisan infrastruc-
ture plan, the Democratic majority 
whip said talks have gone on long 
enough, and he would support rolling it 
into the Democrats’ reckless tax-and- 
spending bill that NANCY PELOSI said 
she would not pass in the House a bi-
partisan infrastructure bill unless, at 
the same time, she was able to pass 
what has nominally been called a $3.5 
trillion spending bill, but we know it is 
actually spending a whole lot more 
money than that. 

President Biden spilled the beans 
when this bipartisan group was at the 
White House a few weeks ago, where he 
said he would not sign the bipartisan 

bill into law unless, at the same time, 
he could sign the partisan, reckless 
tax-and-spending bill that is passed 
purely on a partisan basis. In other 
words, they are linked both by Speaker 
PELOSI and by President Biden. 

Now, President Biden did walk that 
back, or at least he tried to, but Speak-
er PELOSI has remained adamant that 
she will not pass any bipartisan infra-
structure bill in the House unless she 
can get the votes in the House and, pre-
sumably, in the Senate in order to put 
pressure on some of the Democrats who 
are resistant to seeing us continue to 
add to our national debt and fuel infla-
tion by more reckless spending, as well 
as the huge tax increases that would 
necessarily go along with it. 

So I am beginning to wonder if there 
was actually a sincere desire on the 
part of our Democratic leaders here in 
the Senate whether they actually 
wanted to pass a bipartisan bill or 
whether their goal was really to pass 
the reckless tax-and-spending-spree 
bill that Speaker PELOSI said had to 
pass if we were going to pass a bipar-
tisan bill. 

We also need to know whether Sen-
ator SCHUMER will honor requests for 
people who were not part of the negoti-
ating group, the gang—I guess they 
call themselves G–10 or G–20 or G–21— 
whatever they are called. But it is a 
subset of Senators who have been nego-
tiating the bill. The question is wheth-
er the majority will permit other Sen-
ators who are not part of that negoti-
ating group to offer amendments to the 
bill and whether they will permit us to 
have debate and votes on those amend-
ments because I didn’t delegate the re-
sponsibilities I have as a Senator, rep-
resenting 29 million Americans, to 
them to negotiate a bill for my State. 
That is my responsibility, and I insist 
on having a chance to read the bill, to 
consult with them, and to see what the 
impact is going to be on my State and 
to consult with my Governor and the 
head of the Texas Department of 
Transportation and others to see 
whether this is something they believe 
that earns my support and that Texas 
should support. 

None of this is mysterious. This is 
the normal way of doing business 
around here. Moving bills through com-
mittee, Democrats and Republicans get 
a chance to shape those bills in com-
mittee, and then the majority leader 
brings it to the floor, and then every-
body else gets to participate in the 
process. 

I hope in his rush to get this bill out 
the door, that the majority leader will 
allow a reasonable amendment process. 
This isn’t like the early days of the 
pandemic, when we were experiencing a 
global emergency. We need to deal with 
our infrastructure needs, but this isn’t 
emergency spending. This is part of the 
daily or annual bread and butter of 
what the legislative process should be 
about, and that is another reason why 
we shouldn’t pass a bill without re-
sponsible pay-fors. 

Well, we have seen this kind of polit-
ical maneuvering before. In fact, Sen-
ator SCHUMER’s designed-to-fail agenda 
practically dominated the work of this 
Chamber last month. He scheduled 
votes on some of the most controver-
sial bills out there in order to orches-
trate Republican opposition: legisla-
tion that exploits the cause of pay fair-
ness to line the pockets of trial law-
yers, a bill to seize States’ power to 
regulate their own elections, as pro-
vided for in the Constitution, and to 
cement the Democratic majorities in 
the Congress for the foreseeable future. 

And now the majority leader is 
threatening to tank an infrastructure 
bill so he can go on to another partisan 
tax-and-spending-spree bill, which 
makes me think that is really what 
they care the most about. Rather than 
give the negotiators time to succeed 
and the rest of us time to understand 
what is in the bill and to consult ap-
propriately with our constituents, Sen-
ator SCHUMER turned what should be a 
unifying process to build consensus 
into a divisive one, all in order to tee 
up his desire to see us pass a multitril-
lion-dollar tax-and-spending bill. That 
is on top of all the spending that we 
have done on a bipartisan basis for 
COVID–19, at least until the first part 
of this year, when our Democratic col-
leagues insisted on pushing through 
another $1.9 trillion of unpaid-for 
spending, all in the name of COVID–19, 
when we all know that only about 10 
percent of it was addressed at the pan-
demic, which causes all of us to recall 
Rahm Emanuel’s famous statement 
that ‘‘an emergency is a terrible thing 
to waste.’’ And in the name of COVID– 
19 relief, another $1.9 trillion was added 
to our children and grandchildren’s 
debt burden. 

Well, for the reckless tax-and-spend-
ing bill that Speaker PELOSI so des-
perately wants, the pricetag has been 
put on that legislation at another $3.5 
trillion, and I don’t think most of us 
can really get our head around what a 
trillion is. It is more than a billion, we 
know. It is a whole lot more than a 
million. But this kind of reckless 
spending is really unprecedented, ex-
cept in a national emergency, like 
COVID–19 relief. 

Some budget experts have estimated 
that the reckless tax-and-spending- 
spree bill that Speaker PELOSI so des-
perately wants could actually cost $5.5 
trillion, and if our Democratic col-
leagues insist on rolling the bipartisan 
infrastructure bill into that plan, it 
will cost taxpayers even more. 

Well, as a reminder, our Democratic 
colleagues spent more than $2 trillion 
earlier this year alone, as I mentioned, 
and the result of this reckless spending 
spree speaks for itself. 

Democrats have sent big incentives 
to workers to remain at home, not 
back at work, through September of 
this year by enhancing their unemploy-
ment benefits with an additional Fed-
eral Government bonus, which provided 
that in my State about 80 percent of 
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the people collecting unemployment 
insurance were making more on unem-
ployment insurance than they were 
going back to work. So it is no wonder 
that we had trouble getting people 
back to work, and businesses had to 
cut back on their open hours. Res-
taurants had to close down because 
they simply couldn’t find the workers, 
or the businesses couldn’t compete 
with the Federal Government for these 
essential workers. 

We are a long way from reaching 
prepandemic unemployment rates. 
And, surprisingly, job openings are at 
record highs. 

But here is one of the biggest con-
cerns that is borne out by polling that 
people are beginning to have, and that 
is inflation. We are seeing inflation at 
a 13-year high. Consumers are feeling 
the sting of rising prices for virtually 
everything they buy. That is what hap-
pens when too much money chases too 
few goods and services. Prices go up. 
And we are seeing the cause of that in-
flation, its impact on gasoline, on gro-
ceries, and on appliances. Folks are 
shelling out more money for these 
products today than they have been as 
recently as a year ago. 

And if you have gone to the used car 
lot recently, you are bound for some 
serious sticker shock. And you can’t 
even get a new car because of the semi-
conductor shortage caused by the pan-
demic. But over the last year alone, 
used car prices have gone up an eye- 
popping 45 percent. 

As I said, there is another reason why 
new cars aren’t available, and that is 
because the semiconductors that make 
these computers on wheels actually 
run have not been available because 90 
percent of them are made overseas, in 
Asia. 

Now, we have taken an important 
step to try to deal with this vulnerable 
supply chain of semiconductors, which 
affects both our economy and our na-
tional security, when we passed the 
U.S. Innovation and Competition Act 
last month here in the Senate. So we 
are capable of doing things on a bipar-
tisan basis if given the opportunity. 

The Wall Street Journal recently 
called this bill, the Innovation and 
Competition Act, the ‘‘third infrastruc-
ture initiative’’ and noted that while 
smaller, it is ‘‘freighted with just as 
much long-term economic and stra-
tegic importance.’’ 

So as Congress debates infrastructure 
investments, we can’t let the one that 
passed the Senate last month slip 
through the cracks. There is a lot on 
the line for our economy and national 
security, and we need the CHIPS pro-
gram up and running, which is a $52 
billion investment in domestic manu-
facturing of advanced semiconduc-
tors—something that we rely on Asia 
for, and principally Taiwan, which pro-
duces 63 percent of advanced semi-
conductors. And we can only imagine if 
that supply chain from Taiwan or Asia 
was disrupted by another pandemic, a 
natural disaster, or, Heaven forbid, a 
military conflict. 

I want to make sure that our col-
leagues know that I appreciate the 
work they have put into this bill, but I 
know they also appreciate the indi-
vidual responsibility that we have as 
Senators to participate in the process, 
particularly when it comes to spending 
$1 trillion on infrastructure. 

We need to have the text of the bill, 
not just a summary. I appreciate our 
colleagues giving some of us a note-
book. It is a bipartisan infrastructure 
investment and jobs act summary. 
That is helpful, but that is not legisla-
tive text. And then we need an open 
amendment process so that those of us 
who weren’t party to the bipartisan ne-
gotiations can participate in the proc-
ess. Hopefully, it will make the bill 
better. I would like to see us actually 
substitute some of the spending pay- 
fors with a user-fee model that has 
been traditional, using the gas tax. As 
I said earlier, the gas tax has become a 
little outmoded and insufficient to pay 
for the infrastructure that we all want 
and need. 

There is a real need to invest in 
America’s infrastructure, and it has 
never been more important for us to 
actually pay for those investments in a 
responsible way. 

As it stands today, our debt-to-GDP 
ratio—gross domestic product—is at 
the highest level since World War II. 
This is not the time to continue spend-
ing and spending and spending until 
our grandkids are left sitting in a pit of 
debt so deep they will never climb out 
of it. 

I am encouraged that our colleagues 
have gotten us this far, but the bill is 
not ready, and we need to see the text 
and be given adequate time to read it 
and consult with our constituents 
about it and to satisfy ourselves that 
the summaries they provided us and 
the pay-fors are real. 

Senator SCHUMER would be wise to 
postpone today’s vote until Members 
on both sides have had a chance to 
evaluate the details of this legislation. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at certain 
times during my remarks I be allowed 
to address the Senate in Spanish. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CUBA 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 

rise today to urge leaders across the 
United States and governments around 
the world to stand in solidarity with 
the people of Cuba as they cry out for 
freedom—for ‘‘libertad’’—and for an 
end to decades of dictatorship. 

What is happening in Cuba today is 
nothing short of historic. Yes, we have 
seen protests take place in years past, 
but the demonstrations that began on 
July 11 stand apart. 

What began as one small pro-democ-
racy protest in San Antonio de los Ba 
os spread across the island in a matter 
of hours. Cubans from all walks of life 

took to the streets in a courageous call 
for democratic change. Among those 
clamoring for freedom were Afro-Cu-
bans demanding an end to discrimina-
tion and injustice, young people dream-
ing of a brighter future in their coun-
try, artists and activists from the San 
Isidro Movement singing ‘‘Patria y 
Vida’’ and ordinary citizens facing 
widespread food shortages, poor access 
to healthcare, and little to no protec-
tion from the ravages of COVID–19. 

The people of Cuba are crying out for 
freedom, and we must hear them. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

The Cuban people are asking for what is 
fair, which is freedom, and we must listen to 
their cry. 

This is not about politics or ideology. 
The free world has a responsibility to 
stand with those who are not yet free, 
and the people of Cuba are anything 
but free. 

Let’s dispel the myths about what 
life is under the Cuban regime. For dec-
ades, the regime’s ruthless and repres-
sive tactics have systemically silenced 
the Cuban people while party insiders 
and cronies enrich themselves at their 
expense. 

Today, Cuba remains a one-party 
communist state, where the basic prin-
ciples of political pluralism and rep-
resentative democracy are outlawed— 
outlawed. There are no free and fair 
elections in Cuba. Miguel Diaz-Canel 
may have appeared on a ballot, but 
there were no other candidates. He was 
not chosen by the people but hand-
picked by the Castros as their suc-
cessor. He has the same ideology. He 
says the same things. He talks about 
‘‘la continuation,’’ the continuation— 
continuation of oppression. 

There is no freedom of the press in 
Cuba. Independent journalists are rou-
tinely targeted with violence, harass-
ment, imprisonment, and raids on their 
homes and offices. 

There is no internet freedom in Cuba. 
The regime monitors online traffic, 
blocks sites, and charges so much 
money for data that most Cubans can-
not afford access. And when the regime 
gets scared about what the Cuban peo-
ple are saying and doing, they shut 
down the whole internet. Yes, they 
shut down the whole internet. The only 
reason a government shuts down the 
internet is because they fear their own 
people. 

But this has consequences. I recently 
had a Catholic priest visiting here in 
Washington from Cuba. He told me an 
incredibly powerful story. He said this 
young man came to see him in church 
and said: I would fight. I would give my 
life for the cause of freedom if only 
someone would know that I died. 

If only someone would know that I 
died. 

There is no freedom of expression in 
Cuba. Hundreds of activists, artists, 
and political dissidents are taken pris-
oner every year without due process. 
Others are beaten in the streets or ter-
minated from their jobs for daring to 
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express a contrary opinion. Cubans can 
even be imprisoned for the Orwellian 
offense of ‘‘precriminal dangerous-
ness.’’ You heard me right, precriminal 
dangerousness. Let that sink in. The 
political police can arrest you if they 
decide you might commit a political 
crime in the future. 

Fortunately, the regime’s brutality 
has failed to extinguish the flame of 
liberty alive in the hearts of the Cuban 
people. Their courageous call for free-
dom is truly awe-inspiring. Yet the re-
gime responded to these protests—as 
all authoritarian governments do— 
with repression, with censorship, with 
violence. The regime’s internet outages 
tried to stop the Cuban people from 
using social media to open the eyes of 
the world to the repression and injus-
tice they live with each and every day. 

Yet it was too late. The truth went 
viral. Images of everyday Cubans 
chanting ‘‘abajo la dictadura’’ or 
‘‘down with the dictatorship’’ and sing-
ing ‘‘Patria y Vida’’ or ‘‘Homeland and 
Life’’ spread around the world. 

And so did countless videos of the re-
gime’s violent crackdown. Make no 
mistake, the incitement of violence 
came from the very top itself. It was 
Miguel Diaz-Canel, ostensibly the 
President of Cuba, who encouraged sup-
porters to attack peaceful protesters, 
declaring in a televised address: ‘‘The 
order to fight has been given—into the 
streets,’’ and he pledged his supporters’ 
lives: ‘‘Over our dead bodies. We are 
prepared to do anything.’’ 

What leader of a country invokes the 
people of the country to turn against 
their brothers and sisters in the coun-
try in violence? Who does that? Diaz- 
Canel did that. 

The regime has confirmed just one 
death. Yet independent reports suggest 
additional lives were lost as well as nu-
merous cases of violence and even tor-
ture. I have seen many of the videos. 
We can’t show videos here on the Sen-
ate floor, but I tell you, if we could, it 
would be incredibly compelling and in-
credibly graphic and incredibly violent. 

International human rights groups 
believe that more than 500 people have 
likely been detained, most facing arbi-
trary charges. Likewise—don’t take 
my word for it—the U.N. High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights, Michelle 
Bachelet, expressed her concern about 
‘‘the excessive force against dem-
onstrators in Cuba and the arrest of a 
large number of people, including jour-
nalists. It is particularly worrying,’’ 
she said, ‘‘that these include individ-
uals allegedly held incommunicado and 
people whose whereabouts are un-
known.’’ 

And, in fact, we have seen many vid-
eos and many stories of families trying 
to find out, Where are their loved ones? 
Where are their loved ones? 

Already the regime is preparing sum-
mary trials for protesters that deny 
them access to legal representation, 
subject them to sham sentences, and 
make a mockery of due process. 

Luis Manuel Otero Alcantara, a lead-
er of the San Isidro Movement of art-

ists, known globally for their efforts to 
promote freedom of expression, has 
been jailed and charged with ‘‘resist-
ance’’ and ‘‘public disorder.’’ For what? 
For merely announcing on social media 
that he intended to join the peaceful 
protests—for merely announcing that 
he intended the join the peaceful pro-
tests. This artistic leader, this indi-
vidual, as one of the leaders of the San 
Isidro Movement, jailed. For what? For 
nothing. 

Jose Daniel Ferrer, head of the Patri-
otic Unit of Cuba, or UNPACU, is al-
ready behind bars. He is a renowned 
civil society leader who spent 8 years 
in prison for organizing an entirely 
legal electoral referendum under the 
existing Cuban constitution and was 
declared a ‘‘prisoner of conscience’’ by 
Amnesty International. 

The regime has also unjustly de-
tained multiple journalists for coura-
geously reporting on the events of July 
11, including Camilla Acosta, Luz 
Escobar, and Henry Constantin. Re-
gime security forces also violently as-
saulted Ramon Espinosa, a photog-
rapher for the Associated Press. 

Arrests have surged in recent days, 
but the politically motivated arrests 
have taken place throughout 2021. Rap-
per and Afro-Cuban artist Maykel 
Osorbo has been in prison since May. 
He is one of the artists featured in the 
protest’s anthem ‘‘Patria y Vida. 
Patria y Vida.’’ Yes, in Cuba, you can 
be arrested for singing. 

Today’s protest movement builds on 
decades of efforts by Cuban patriots to 
advance the cause of freedom. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

In the decades of the Castro oppression, 
the Cuban people have never stopped looking 
for their freedom. Despite the little atten-
tion some heroes have received, they have 
made possible this moment in Cuban’s his-
tory. 

From the Patriotic Union of Cuba’s 
efforts to unite activists in support of 
democracy to Berta Soler and the in-
trepid leaders of the Ladies in White— 
these are the spouses, daughters, moth-
ers of political prisoners who repeat-
edly faced violence for attending 
church services and walking peacefully 
in white to Havana’s streets with a gla-
diola in their hands, beaten, beaten, for 
walking peacefully along the streets of 
Havana dressed in white with a gla-
diola in her hands; I was privileged to 
have Berta here at the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee—to the Christian 
Liberation Movement’s work exploit-
ing tools afforded by the regime’s own 
constitution to advance democratic 
change. 

This month marks 9 years since the 
movement’s leader, Oswaldo Paya, died 
in a suspicious car crash that has never 
been fully investigated due to the re-
gime’s obstruction. I believe he was as-
sassinated. 

Decade after decade, Cuban patriots 
have dedicated their lives and given 
their lives to the cause of democracy 
and freedom. They have struggled to 

rebuild communities and preserve val-
ues relentlessly attacked by Cuba’s 
Communist leaders. They have worked 
tirelessly to alleviate the hardships 
that forced hundreds of thousands of 
Cuban families to abandon their home-
land in search of opportunities abroad. 

The suffering that the Cuban regime 
inflicts on its own people extends be-
yond its borders. For over two decades, 
Cuba has provided military and intel-
ligence assistance to Venezuela’s dicta-
torship. It has exploited its repressive 
tactics from Havana to Caracas. It has 
shared its failed economic model with 
Venezuela’s kleptocrats. And it should 
be no surprise that Venezuela is now a 
failed state with a devastating humani-
tarian crisis. 

Cuba also provides safe haven to 
members of Colombia’s ELN guerrilla 
group, designated by the United States 
as a ‘‘foreign terrorist organization.’’ 
The regime continues to deny extra-
dition requests from the Colombian 
Government. 

In addition, Cuba has also harbored 
and still harbors American fugitives 
evading the U.S. justice system. They 
include Joanne Chesimard, who re-
mains on the FBI’s Most Wanted List 
for her role in the murder of New Jer-
sey State Trooper Werner Foerster; 
and William ‘‘Guillermo’’ Morales, a 
terrorist who took part in several 
bombings in the United States, includ-
ing Fraunces Tavern in Manhattan in 
1975. 

As it exports criminality and repres-
sion across the Americas, the Cuban re-
gime is a cancer that spreads insta-
bility across our hemisphere. 

Against this backdrop, the people of 
Cuba cry out for freedom, and I urge 
our partners in the international com-
munity to listen to their voices, hear 
their cries of desperation. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

It is time the international community lis-
tens to the Cuban people and act. Not only to 
say they’re sympathetic to their cause, but 
to take action. 

They want freedom from a system 
that denies them basic human rights 
and control over their own destiny. 
They want freedom from an economic 
model that places the interests of cor-
rupt party and military oligarchs 
above those of the people. 

But there is no freedom today in 
Cuba. There is no economic oppor-
tunity. There is no justice. The regime 
has turned a blind eye to reports docu-
menting a disturbing rise in femicide 
and violence against women. It con-
tinues to treat Afro-Cubans as second- 
class citizens unworthy of political rep-
resentation and opportunity, even 
while they are the leaders of the free-
dom movement inside of Cuba. 

And it continues to deploy Cuban 
doctors to foreign countries against 
their will and under conditions that 
meet the definition of human traf-
ficking. The regime sends Cuban doc-
tors abroad, takes away their pass-
ports, monitors their activities, threat-
ens retribution against their families, 
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all the while garnishing 75 percent of 
the wages that that country is paying 
for that doctor. These medical missions 
aren’t humanitarian aid; they are 
forced labor. 

The regime continues to engage in 
gross economic mismanagement. 
Money that could be spent caring for 
the sick or vaccinating people against 
COVID–19 instead goes to new hotels 
and tourist destinations. 

Despite the growing number of inter-
national companies there, Cuban work-
ers cannot be hired directly by those 
companies. So you own a hotel, like 
the Spaniards do, in Cuba. You don’t 
hire the worker directly; you go to the 
state employment agency, and they 
send you the worker. You pay the state 
employment agency, which means the 
regime, in dollars, and they pay the 
worker a fraction of what the regime is 
getting paid. They have no rights. If 
you have a problem with that em-
ployee, send him back to us, and we 
will send you someone else. Fire them 
at will. They have no rights. Cuban 
workers cannot be directly hired by 
them. Instead, they are contracted by 
state-owned employment agencies that 
garnish their wages and, ironically, 
deny them the right to organize out-
side of the Communist Party-con-
trolled union. 

As the Cuban people push for a new 
dawn in their country, a vibrant 
Cuban-American community here has 
never wavered in their support for 
their brothers and sisters on the island. 
They have worked tirelessly to support 
family members in Cuba to ensure 
their cries for help are heard around 
the world. In rallies and demonstra-
tions in my home State of New Jersey, 
in Florida, and, yes, here in Wash-
ington, Cuban Americans are standing 
with loved ones on the island and dias-
pora living around the world and call-
ing for an end to a system that has 
robbed generations of Cuban families of 
their dignity. 

For me, in my 30 years in Congress, 
this has been a constant struggle, from 
my days in the House of Representa-
tives, helping pass the Cuban Democ-
racy Act; to the tragic downing of the 
Brothers to the Rescue, civilians who 
were just flying over the Straits of 
Florida between Cuba and the United 
States, looking for those people who 
had taken to the to try to seek freedom 
and were shot down, which led to the 
LIBERTAD Act, otherwise known as 
Helms-Burton, which I helped write; 
from my visit to Guantanamo, our 
base, with former Congresspeople Lin-
coln Diaz-Balart and Ileana Ros- 
Lehtinen, where thousands of Cubans 
were being held at one time when the 
boatlifts were making their way to the 
United States and where we eventually 
brought them back to the United 
States; from presentations in Geneva, 
at the U.N. Human Rights Council, 
leading to a resolution there con-
demning the regime and here, as the 
chairman of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, leading to a resolu-

tion, a bipartisan resolution—a bipar-
tisan resolution—that unanimously 
passed out of the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee today; and so much 
more. So I marvel at some of my Cuban 
brothers and sisters with their insult-
ing remarks toward me. 

Since July 11, President Biden and 
Secretary Blinken have repeatedly spo-
ken in support of the Cuban people and 
made clear the United States stands 
with them in their call for freedom. 

More importantly, the administra-
tion is backing up its words with ac-
tion. Last week, President Biden in-
voked the Global Magnitsky Act, 
which is a law that we use, passed by 
the Congress of the United States, to 
sanction human rights violators across 
the globe. The President invoked the 
Global Magnitsky Act to sanction 
Cuban Defense Minister General Lopez 
Miera and the Black Berets SWAT unit 
for their violent and repressive actions 
against peaceful protesters. Secretary 
Blinken, the Secretary of State, has 
made clear the administration will 
continue to hold human rights abusers 
accountable. 

I urge the administration to consider 
additional Global Magnitsky designa-
tions and also to revoke the existing 
visas of senior Cuban officials. Such 
steps are greatly needed. 

With the Diaz-Canel regime wielding 
internet connectivity as a political 
weapon against its citizens, the admin-
istration is also pursuing ways to help 
Cubans gain unrestricted access to the 
internet. They need unfettered access 
to information. They need to be able to 
communicate with each other. They 
need to be able to tell each other what 
is happening in their country. They 
need to be able to organize peacefully 
to create change in their country, and 
we must accelerate our efforts to pro-
vide them with the tools they need to 
do so, whether that is satellite feeds, 
whether that is tethered global bal-
loons, whether that is a multiplicity of 
options. Because a beam can be 
jammed, we need to find a way to get 
the people of Cuba internet connection. 

The United States also must con-
tinue working with international part-
ners in support of democracy and 
human rights in Cuba. 

Last week, I was proud to lead a joint 
statement for the first time ever in 
support of the Cuban people with my 
counterparts who chair the Foreign Af-
fairs Committees of the United King-
dom, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Lat-
via, and Lithuania. This week, the For-
eign Ministers of 20 nations joined Sec-
retary Blinken to ‘‘condemn the mass 
arrests and detentions of protestors in 
Cuba and call on the government to re-
spect the universal rights and freedoms 
of the Cuban people.’’ Many of these 
countries have never ever expressed 
themselves in solidarity with the 
Cuban people. 

I am proud to see Secretary Blinken 
and the administration make that hap-
pen. I applaud those governments that 
joined Secretary Blinken, but I also 

note the absence of those, including 
Canada and Spain and the European 
Union. Does Spain care more about 
Spanish hotel investments than it does 
about the human rights of the Cuban 
people? 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

Is it more important the business you con-
duct on the island than the freedom and de-
mocracy of the oppressed people? Do you 
care more about those investments? 

Does Canada place more priority on 
mining investments than it does on 
fundamental freedoms? I would hope 
not. 

These universal principles should 
unite all of us. 

The administration is also convening 
a working group to study options for 
the restoration of some remittances. 
For too long, the Cuban military’s eco-
nomic conglomerate has managed the 
remittances that Cuban Americans 
send their families on the island, using 
fees and currency conversion to enrich 
itself. The United States would never 
allow the Spanish, the Mexican, or the 
Argentine military to control the flow 
of remittances to their countries. It is 
time that we insist that Cuban Ameri-
cans be able to freely and directly sup-
port their loved ones. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

It’s only fair that the hard working Cuban 
American families can send money to their 
families instead of that money being used to 
enrich the elite of the Cuban Communist 
Party. 

The steps taken thus far by the Biden 
administration are important, but we 
must do more. 

Today, the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee approved my resolution, 
along with colleagues on both the Re-
publican and Democratic sides, ex-
pressing our solidarity with the Cuban 
people and condemning the regime’s 
abuses. This bipartisan, bicameral ini-
tiative deserves the support of the full 
Senate, and I hope we will pass it on 
the floor this week. 

It is also time for the Biden adminis-
tration to issue a new Executive order 
to provide direction for U.S. policy to-
ward Cuba. The order should hone our 
accountability measures for persons in-
volved in human rights abuses and 
those who materially support them. It 
should solidify our strategies on inter-
net access and support for the Cuban 
people. Congress should review options 
to increase funding for U.S. democracy 
programs as well as internet freedom 
initiatives. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

We must continue putting pressure on who 
violate human rights and elevate our support 
to the Cuban people. 

The United States must also find new 
ways to work with trusted, impartial 
international partners, including inter-
national organizations, to provide vac-
cines and other aid directly to the 
Cuban people. The Cuban regime has 
grossly mismanaged its pandemic re-
sponse. It has refused to participate in 
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COVAX and continues to promote its 
own vaccine, which is either ineffective 
or unavailable because people in Cuba 
are dying. As a result, everyday Cubans 
continue to suffer. 

The United States must lead a seri-
ous effort to push for the demilitariza-
tion of the Cuban economy. The mili-
tary-owned umbrella company GAESA 
reigns supreme over the Cuban econ-
omy. It is run by whom? By Raul Cas-
tro’s son-in-law, Luis Alberto Lopez- 
Callejas, fueling the rise of a new gen-
eration of regime oligarchs. The Cuban 
people will never achieve economic 
prosperity while regime military com-
panies control the economy. 

After years of efforts by the Trump 
administration to slash funding for 
programs that we continuously had to 
fight to bring back that provide life-
lines to Cuban activists and civil soci-
ety, I am very pleased to see that the 
Biden administration has requested $20 
million for these programs and made 
clear that America will continue stand-
ing with those on the frontlines of 
Cuba’s pro-democracy movement. 

It is time also for the United States 
to launch a campaign in support of 
labor rights inside of Cuba. There is no 
acceptable explanation for why Cuban 
men and women are unable to be di-
rectly hired and directly paid by inter-
national companies and organizations 
that are present in Cuba. If we are seri-
ous about empowering the Cuban peo-
ple, they must have a direct say in 
their livelihoods. 

The Biden administration should pur-
sue the success of past campaigns, such 
as the Sullivan Principles in South Af-
rica, to lead efforts that require busi-
nesses to engage directly with the 
Cuban people and their employment. 

The Biden administration should also 
maintain the State Department’s Cuba 
Restricted List, which can help busi-
nesses and organizations directly en-
gage with the Cuban people instead of 
regime conglomerates. 

Additionally, the United States and 
our allies must send a message to 
members of the Cuban military. The 
Cuban military’s slogan is that it 
draws its power from the people. Well, 
the people are protesting. In reality, 
you should not use your power against 
the people. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

The Cuban Army has to understand that if 
their mandate comes from the people, the 
people is protesting; the people wants free-
dom. Don’t use your arms against your 
brothers and sisters if you want to have a fu-
ture in Cuba. 

Additionally, let’s be clear. When we 
send that message to the Cuban mili-
tary not to turn its arms against its 
brothers and sisters, the world is 
watching what is happening in Cuba. 
There is a future in a democratic Cuba 
under civilian control for members of 
the military who refuse to repress their 
fellow citizens, but if you are involved 
in human rights abuses and have blood 
on your hands, you will be held ac-
countable. 

It is also worth noting to Cuba’s 
military leaders that their future with 
this regime is anything but certain. In 
the last 10 days—in the last 10 days— 
five Cuban generals have died under 
highly suspicious conditions that the 
regime seems intent on covering up. 
All of a sudden, five Cuban generals, in 
10 days, have died. I don’t know at this 
time that I would want to be a general 
in Cuba. 

To those who want to blame Cuba’s 
misery on the U.S. embargo, I would 
say that it is the Cuban regime that 
needs to lift its embargo on its own 
population. It is the regime’s own re-
strictive policies that have left the av-
erage Cuban destitute while oligarchs 
enjoy state-run stores that are brim-
ming with dollar-denominated goods 
out of reach to the general population. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

The real embargo is the one the com-
munist regime has imposed against its own 
people who are not able to access food, medi-
cine or basic needs without its consent. 

The steps to end the embargo are laid 
out clearly in title II of the LIBERTAD 
Act, which is the law of the United 
States, which I wrote. Those steps in-
clude releasing political prisoners, le-
galizing political activity, and holding 
democratic elections. 

If the regime ends its iron-fisted rule 
over the Cuban people, title II of the 
LIBERTAD Act lays out what the 
United States stands ready to do to 
pursue a different relationship with the 
people of Cuba. The United States 
would work directly with a democratic 
government to take steps to remove 
the embargo, to engage in direct trade 
with Cuba, to support its return and 
membership to international financial 
organizations, and so much more. It is 
all there in U.S. law. This is not a 
promise of something that could hap-
pen; it is a promise of what would hap-
pen if there is a change in Cuba. 

It is time for the Cuban regime to 
take the steps and accept the demands 
of the Cuban people. 

Let me close on a personal note. 
I stand here on the floor of the U.S. 

Senate as the son of Cuban refugees 
who came to this country in search of 
freedom and opportunity. 

Today, we are bearing witness to 
something in Cuba that my parents 
never got to see. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

The day they dreamt about is the day mil-
lions of Cubans around the world dream 
today, the day Cuba is set free. 

We are bearing witness to a historic 
moment in which Cubans from all 
walks of life are coming together to de-
mand that same freedom. We are bear-
ing witness to a deep discontent within 
the Cuban people with the status quo 
and life under one of the most repres-
sive regimes ever known. 

For more than 60 years, they have 
lived without liberty and justice, with-
out freedom of expression, without 
human rights and the ability to deter-
mine their own future. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

Don’t be fooled. When the people went out 
to protest, they are not asking for food, vac-
cines, or work. No. 

One word, and only one. Freedom, freedom, 
freedom. 

Freedom, because with freedom, ev-
erything else comes. 

Let us not repeat the mistakes of the 
past. Let us not fall victim to tired 
myths. Let us embrace the facts over 
the fiction. Most importantly, let us 
hear the Cuban people’s cries for free-
dom. 

It is our job to stand with them, to 
empower them, to ensure that the 
international community helps them 
achieve their dreams and aspirations. 

(English translation of the statement 
made in Spanish is as follows:) 

Because without freedom and democracy, 
there is no ‘‘Patria y Vida.’’ But with free-
dom and democracy, there is a homeland of 
life and many opportunities. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

SMITH). The Senator from Wyoming. 
THE ECONOMY 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
come to the floor today to oppose 
Democrats’ reckless tax-and-spending 
spree. 

If Democrats pass the bill, every 
American will end up paying more, and 
clearly pay more in taxes, also pay 
more for the costs that people are see-
ing today at home—goods, gas, gro-
ceries. These prices all continue to go 
up. 

First, let’s talk about taxes. This bill 
would be the largest tax increase in the 
history of the United States—actually, 
in the last half century. 

The bill raises taxes on small busi-
nesses, and that means higher prices on 
everyone and also fewer jobs. 

The bill raises taxes on farmers and 
ranchers, who will have a harder time 
in terms of passing down the family 
farm or ranch to their kids or 
grandkids. 

The bill raises taxes on savings and 
investments. So seniors will either 
have to work longer or retire with less. 

It includes trillions of dollars in tax 
increases, yet Democrats seem to be 
pandering to their elite donors. They 
made sure to include special exemp-
tions for rich people in blue States and 
for the owners of electric vehicles. 

Now a study from the University of 
California Berkeley—clearly not a con-
servative university—they say that 9 
out of 10 electric vehicle subsidies go to 
the rich—go to the rich. Nine out of 
ten, according to Berkeley, go to the 
rich. 

Democrats also would give tax 
breaks for people making up to $400,000 
a year for all sorts of things, including 
sending their kids to summer camp. 

Is that what the Democrats want to 
vote for: Tax breaks for people making 
up to $400,000 a year to send their kids 
to summer camp? 

Well, the contrast with Republicans 
could not be clearer. Where Democrats 
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are making more handouts for their 
friends, Republicans actually sim-
plified the Tax Code. Where Democrats’ 
increases are going to eliminate jobs, 
our tax cuts increased job growth, in-
creased employment, lowered unem-
ployment, raised wages. 

The 2017 tax cut was an across-the- 
board tax cut. It helped businesses and 
working families, and the result was 
the best economy in my lifetime. 

In the months after the tax cuts, 
nearly 200 companies—200 companies— 
announced raises for their employees. 

Six million American workers re-
ceived either a bonus or a raise or an 
increased retirement contribution—6 
million Americans after we passed that 
law. 

Now, before the pandemic, unemploy-
ment was at a 50-year low. Wages were 
growing at the fastest pace in a decade, 
and the biggest wage gains were for 
people at the bottom of the economic 
ladder. 

On average, American household in-
come rose by more than $4,000 a year. 
Well, this is more than the increase 
over the entire 8 years of the Obama- 
Biden administration. 

We had the lowest poverty rate in a 
half a century. Child poverty was 
down; income inequality went down. 
The top 1 percent’s share of taxes went 
up, so the richer folks were actually 
paying more in taxes. 

After Republicans cut taxes, we saw 
the lowest unemployment rates ever 
recorded for African Americans, for 
Hispanic Americans, and for Asian 
Americans. 

When we began to reopen the econ-
omy last year, it was the fastest recov-
ery in American history. That was be-
cause we had such a strong economy 
before the pandemic. 

What a contrast to what we have 
with the Democrats over the last 6 
months. Since Democrats took control 
of Washington, we have seen the fast-
est rise in core inflation in 40 years— 
the fastest rise in core inflation in 40 
years. 

And we have also seen the most un-
filled jobs in Americans history. The 
American people are already paying 
more at the grocery store, paying more 
at the gas station; now the American 
people are bracing for the fact that 
they are going to pay a lot more on tax 
day as well. 

Yet just as bad as the Democrats’ tax 
increases, on top of that, we see reck-
less spending. Democrats tell us the 
bill costs $3.5 trillion. This is nearly 
the cost of what America spent in 
World War II. Yet the bill is actually 
much more expensive than $3.5 trillion, 
because Democrats continue to use ac-
counting gimmicks to hide the real 
cost of the legislation. 

Last week, a nonpartisan group re-
leased a study showing the real cost is 
likely $5.5 trillion. This is on top of the 
$6 trillion we have already spent on 
coronavirus relief. Five and a half tril-
lion dollars is larger than the entire 
economy of Japan, which is the third 
largest economy in the world. 

This is clearly a recipe for inflation. 
So now Democrats are waving around a 
report from a single discredited econo-
mist who says: Oh, don’t worry about 
inflation. 

Well, the people in my home State of 
Wyoming are worried about inflation 
because they are living it. 

Now, this same economist has been 
wrong over and over and over again in 
his career. He predicted a recession 
under President Trump. Instead, we 
saw the best economy of our lifetime. 
He wasn’t even close. His work was an 
influence on President Obama’s stim-
ulus plan, which gave us the slowest re-
covery in 70 years. 

So hard to know why the Democrats 
would want to even turn to this person 
other than he is saying what they want 
him to say. 

Who are you going to believe? Him or 
your own two eyes? 

And the people of Wyoming believe 
their own two eyes when they go and 
fill up with gas or they go to the gro-
cery store or other stores and see their 
paycheck being eaten away. 

Now, Democrats now tell us they can 
spend their way out of inflation. Spend 
their way out of inflation? 

This isn’t just wishful thinking. This 
is radical. It is extreme. It is dan-
gerous. It is scary. Our economy 
doesn’t need a dime of stimulus. We 
don’t even need stimulus. We didn’t 
need it 4 months ago, when Democrats 
borrowed and spent an additional $2 
trillion. 

Prices are going up because Demo-
crats spent too much already. The 
money supply hasn’t gone up this fast 
since World War II. 

One Democrat Senator, this weekend, 
said inflation is happening because of 
money we have already spent. 

Well, if this is true, then why would 
we want to add fuel to the fire and 
spend more? Why would we want to do 
that? 

Democrats are printing more money 
without creating more goods and serv-
ices. So if you print more money with-
out creating more goods and services, 
this is almost a textbook definition of 
inflation. 

The two bills coming to the floor now 
would bring Democrats’ total for the 
year to $8 trillion in additional govern-
ment spending. 

According to an estimate from the 
Manhattan Institute, this is enough to 
give every American household $60,000; 
or it is enough to cut income taxes by 
one-third. 

Instead, Democrats are preparing 
more payoffs for their friends and do-
nors. This bill is a full giveaway to 
union bosses, trial lawyers, leftwing 
professors. It includes taxpayer funding 
for full-time professional climate ac-
tivists. It includes corporate welfare 
for connected companies. 

This tax-and-spending spree is ut-
terly reckless. Not one Republican will 
vote for this bill. This means all it 
takes is one Democrat in the Senate or 
a handful in the House to stop this 

freight train to socialism. All it takes 
is one Democrat concerned about our 
future, willing to say: We shouldn’t 
weigh down our children with debt or 
our economy with massive tax in-
creases. 

President Biden and the Democrat 
party are in charge of this runaway 
train. Each and every Democrat is 
going to be held responsible for the 
consequences. This includes more infla-
tion, more worker shortages, more 
debt, and more dependency. 

Look, Democrats did enough damage 
with their last spending spree. This 
new spending spree is much worse. 

Unlike their last spending spree, this 
bill includes massive tax increases. It 
is one more reason why the American 
people are already speaking out 
against this reckless tax-and-spending 
spree. 

People across the country and cer-
tainly home in Wyoming are fed up, 
and the poll numbers are showing it. 
Seventy-four percent of Americans—we 
are talking Republicans, Democrats, 
Independents—74 percent of Americans 
are concerned this spending spree will 
accelerate inflation; 78 percent are 
rightly concerned about their own 
wages going up at a time when—with 
their own taxes going up at a time 
when their wages have been getting 
eaten into by inflation. 

The people are going to remember 
how you vote on this bill. They are 
going to remember it. They remember 
it every time they go to the gas sta-
tion, every time they go to the grocery 
store, and they are clearly going to re-
member it when they go to vote. 

So election day will come, people will 
make their votes as citizens, and they 
will realize what the Democrats have 
done with this reckless tax-and-spend-
ing spree and how it has impacted 
them as they are paying more in taxes, 
having a greater national debt, and in-
flation eating away at their paycheck. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
(The remarks of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO 

pertaining to the introduction of S. 
2513 are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills 
and Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I yield the 
floor. 

VOTE ON PROUTY NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Madam Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that all 
remaining time be yielded back on the 
nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the Prouty nomina-
tion? 

Mr. PETERS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 
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The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant bill clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 284 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—46 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Moran 
Paul 

Portman 
Risch 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—1 

Rounds 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

OSSOFF). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon table, and the 
President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

INVESTING IN A NEW VISION FOR 
THE ENVIRONMENT AND SUR-
FACE TRANSPORTATION IN 
AMERICA ACT—Motion to Proceed 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to the motion to re-
consider the vote by which the cloture 
vote failed on the motion to proceed to 
H.R. 3684. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 

move to reconsider the vote by which 
the cloture failed on the motion to pro-
ceed to H.R. 3684. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion 
to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The senior assistant bill clerk read as 
follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 100, H.R. 
3684, a bill to authorize funds for Federal-aid 
highways, highway safety programs, and 
transit programs, and for other purposes. 

Charles E. Schumer, Alex Padilla, Jeff 
Merkley, Sheldon Whitehouse, Jon 
Tester, Christopher A. Coons, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin , Jack Reed, Patrick J. 
Leahy, Tim Kaine, Tammy Baldwin, 
John Hickenlooper, Angus S. King, Jr., 
Tammy Duckworth, Patty Murray, Joe 
Manchin III, Mark Kelly, Kyrsten 
Sinema. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to H.R. 3684, a bill to authorize 
funds for Federal-aid highways, high-
way safety programs, and transit pro-
grams, and for other purposes, shall be 
brought to a close, upon reconsider-
ation? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 67, 
nays 32, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 285 Leg.] 

YEAS—67 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Kaine 
Kelly 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Luján 
Manchin 
Markey 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 

Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Romney 
Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—32 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 
Fischer 
Hagerty 

Hawley 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
Moran 
Paul 

Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Toomey 
Tuberville 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—1 

Rounds 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KELLY). On this vote, the yeas are 67, 
the nays are 32. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion, upon reconsider-
ation, is agreed to. 

MOTION TO PROCEED 
The clerk will report the motion. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to H.R. 3684, a bill to au-

thorize funds for Federal-aid highways, high-
way safety programs, and transit programs, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I want 
to commend the group of Senators who 
worked with President Biden to reach 
an agreement on a bipartisan infra-
structure bill. The Senate has just 
come together and, in a strong bipar-
tisan fashion, voted to begin the legis-
lative process here on the Senate floor. 

For the past few months, I have laid 
out a two-track strategy on infrastruc-
ture: a bipartisan bill, focused on tradi-
tional, brick-and-mortar infrastructure 
projects, and a budget reconciliation 
bill, where Democrats plan to make 
historic investments in American jobs, 
American families, and efforts to fight 
climate change. 

In order to start work on a reconcili-
ation bill, the Senate must pass a 
budget resolution first. As I have said 
repeatedly, our goal was to pass both 
bills in this session—hopefully, in July. 

My goal remains to pass both the bi-
partisan infrastructure bill and a budg-
et resolution during this work period— 
both. 

It might take some long nights. It 
might eat into our weekends. But we 
are going to get the job done, and we 
are on track. 

Again, the vote tonight means we are 
on track to reach our two-track goal 
before the Senate adjourns for the Au-
gust recess. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ROCKY AND LISA 
EADES 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I rise 
today in celebration of Rocky and Lisa 
Eades, the 2021 honorees of the Boys 
and Girls Clubs of Central Wyoming. 

Since 1978, the Boys and Girls Clubs 
of Central Wyoming has made a posi-
tive difference in the lives of children. 
Their mission is to inspire all youth, 
especially those who need them the 
most. They strive to help young people 
reach their full potential as productive, 
responsible, and caring citizens. The 
programs, leagues, and activities serve 
the children in our community by cul-
tivating academic success, healthy life-
styles, and good character and citizen-
ship. 

On September 8, 2021, the Boys and 
Girls Clubs of Central Wyoming will 
host their 23rd annual awards and rec-
ognition breakfast. At this breakfast, 
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the organization honors members of 
the community who have made a sig-
nificant difference in the lives of oth-
ers. It is an inspiring celebration. 

This year’s honorees are Rocky and 
Lisa Eades. They are an ideal choice 
because of their tremendous role in 
helping families. Their story of gen-
erosity and compassion is inspiring. 

Rocky and Lisa cofounded the Ja-
son’s Friends Foundation, a nonprofit 
organization based in Casper, WY. Ja-
son’s Friends provides financial and 
moral support to families with children 
fighting cancer. The couple took on 
this charge after experiencing first-
hand the hardships associated with 
childhood cancer. Their 8-year-old son 
Jason was diagnosed with a brain stem 
tumor in January 1995. 

Rocky and Lisa dedicated their all to 
Jason’s recovery. They upended their 
lives, traveling to Denver and New 
York for care and treatment. Jason’s 
brave fight ended in November 1995. To 
honor Jason’s life and help Wyoming 
families in similar situations, they 
founded Jason’s Friends Foundation in 
1996. 

Jason’s Friends has crafted an inspir-
ing legacy, providing over $5.8 million 
in financial assistance to families deal-
ing with the added stress and financial 
burden of a child with cancer. Cur-
rently, 145 families are enrolled in the 
program. The foundation helps cover 
nonmedical expenses such as travel and 
household bills. Their work allows fam-
ilies to fully commit to their fight 
against cancer. 

The Bowl for Jason’s Friends fund-
raiser, in its 23rd year, is a highly an-
ticipated event, drawing in the entire 
community. The foundation also hosts 
Camp Courage, a no-cost summer camp 
for childhood cancer patients and their 
families. 

Family is the highest priority for the 
Eades. In addition to Jason and the 
countless families they have helped 
throughout Wyoming, they have two 
grown daughters, Brooke and Skylar. 
Lisa serves as the volunteer president/ 
CEO of Jason’s Friends, cochairs the 
Wyoming Cancer Coalition, serves on 
the Wyoming Department of Health’s 
Institutional Review Board, and was 
appointed by then Governor Mead to 
the Wyoming Palliative Care Advisory 
Council. Rocky is the president of 
Eades Construction in Casper and has 
built hundreds of custom homes in 
Natrona County. 

Rocky and Lisa live a life of heart 
and perseverance. They are the first to 
offer a helping hand to those experi-
encing tremendous challenges. The 
Code of the West charges us to live 
each day with courage. Not only do 
Rocky and Lisa embody this principle, 
they give everyone around them the 
courage needed to do the same. Casper 
and Wyoming are fortunate to have 
them. 

It is with great honor that I recog-
nize these outstanding members of our 
Wyoming community. My wife Bobbi 
joins me in extending our congratula-

tions to Rocky and Lisa Eades upon 
their selection for this special award. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL 
SPRAYBERRY 

Mr. BURR. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize the distinguished 
service of Michael ‘‘Mike’’ Sprayberry 
who will be retiring as director of 
North Carolina Emergency Manage-
ment on August 1, 2021. Every citizen of 
North Carolina is indebted to Mike for 
his tireless efforts over the last 16 
years to respond and rebuild following 
the countless disasters big and small 
that the State has faced. 

Since his appointment as deputy di-
rector for North Carolina Emergency 
Management in 2005 and subsequent 
elevation to director in 2013, his de-
partment has been called upon to re-
spond to 32 Federal emergency and dis-
aster declarations, ranging from hurri-
canes and tornadoes to fuel shortages 
and a global pandemic. Throughout his 
time, he has served under four Gov-
ernors and provided steady leadership 
to ensure that the State of North Caro-
lina is prepared to respond to any crisis 
at all times. 

While being charged with running 
emergency management operations for 
a large State is never easy, the last 5 
years would have been an insurmount-
able challenge to almost anyone except 
to Mike Sprayberry. In 2016, Hurricane 
Matthew slowly crawled up the south-
eastern coast bringing record setting 
rain across nearly half of the State. 
While many had termed Hurricane 
Matthew a once in a generation event, 
less than 2 years later Hurricane Flor-
ence stalled along the coast once again 
bringing historical rains. In some areas 
of southeastern North Carolina over 30 
inches of rain fell, cutting off Wil-
mington, NC, and other communities 
from the outside world for days. 
Through it all, Mike oversaw the res-
cue and sheltering of thousands of dis-
placed North Carolinians while also en-
suring that information continued to 
flow to Senator TILLIS, myself, and 
other Federal agencies to allow for bet-
ter federal coordination. 

While communities across the State 
are thankful for North Carolina Emer-
gency Management’s quick response at 
the height of the storms to rescue hun-
dreds trapped in their homes due to 
flood waters, Mike Sprayberry’s lasting 
legacy will be his dogged effort to re-
build North Carolina better and more 
resilient than before. Understanding 
that billions of Federal aid would be 
coming to support recovery, Mike ad-
vocated for the creation of the North 
Carolina Office of Recovery and Resil-
iency, including the establishment of 
the State’s chief resilience officer, one 
of the first such positions in the coun-
try. He is a fierce proponent of the de-
velopment of affordable housing and 
challenges his team daily to think 
about the long-term impacts they can 
make in storm preparation, storm re-
covery, and everything in between. 

Mike Sprayberry has lived a life of 
service first as a U.S. marine, then 25 
years in the North Carolina National 
Guard as a field artillery and infantry 
officer, and finally serving as director 
of North Carolina Emergency Manage-
ment. While he will be missed, his rep-
utation and the culture of preparedness 
he has built in the organization and 
across the State will live on. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO DARRELL HUETH 

∑ Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, today I 
have the distinct honor of recognizing 
Darrell Hueth of Valley County as 
Montanan of the Month for his devo-
tion to the Glasgow community and 
passion for Montana agriculture and 
education. 

Darrell has been a staple in Glasgow 
since his high school football and bas-
ketball days. He went on to become a 
star athlete for the Montana State 
University Bobcats from 1956–1959—‘‘Go 
Cats!’’ During his time at MSU, Darrell 
studied agriculture economics. 

Darrell brought his athletic experi-
ence and agriculture knowledge back 
to Glasgow a a teacher and coach. 
Under his leadership, the Scotties’ 
football team went undefeated for 2 
years and won three State champion-
ships. Darrell also led the Scotties’ 
wrestling team to three state cham-
pionships. When he wasn’t on the field 
or in the gym, Darrell taught consumer 
economic accounting and bookkeeping, 
a course that is crucial for the next 
generation of Montana ag leaders. 

Teachers serve an important role as 
they shape the minds of young Mon-
tanans and have the opportunity to in-
fluence the next generation and help 
prepare them for future careers. Mon-
tana has a rich legacy of agriculture, 
and it is our No. 1 economic driver. 
There is no doubt that Darrell’s pas-
sion for teaching about agriculture 
helped encourage young Montanans to 
pursue careers in this important field. 

His educational impact extends be-
yond the great State of Montana. As 
professor emeritus at the University of 
Maryland’s Department of Agricultural 
and Resource Economics, Darrell has 
had many academic articles, working 
papers and books published throughout 
his professional career. 

It is my honor to recognize Darrell 
for dedicating his life to education and 
making a positive impact on young 
Montanans through athletics and agri-
cultural studies. Keep up the great 
work, Darrell.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO NOELLE LAMBERT 

∑ Ms. HASSAN. Mr. President, I am 
proud to recognize Noelle Lambert of 
Manchester as July’s Granite Stater of 
the Month. Noelle is a Paralympic ath-
lete who founded the Born to Run 
Foundation, which helps young people 
who have lost a limb achieve their 
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dreams by providing them with special-
ized prosthetics. 

A lifelong athlete, Noelle was re-
cruited to play Division 1 lacrosse at 
UMass Lowell. In her freshman year, 
Noelle was in a moped accident that 
severed her left leg. 

Noelle did not let this devastating 
accident stop her from finishing out 
her college lacrosse career. With the 
help of nonprofit organizations, Noelle 
received a specialized prosthetic for 
running that allowed her to continue 
competing. A specialized prosthetic 
like the one Noelle needs can cost up to 
$50,000 and is rarely covered by insur-
ance, so the help Noelle received from 
these charities was essential in her re-
turn to competition. 

Inspired by the nonprofits who helped 
her compete at an elite collegiate level 
and determined that others in need of 
prosthetics receive the help that they 
need, Noelle started her own nonprofit 
to help other children and young adult 
amputees. 

Already, the Born to Run Foundation 
has donated specialized prosthetics to 
14 individuals, including one as young 
as 4 years old. With the assistance of 
prosthetics provided by Born to Run, 
individuals have been able to run, 
weightlift, or simply take a walk on 
the beach again. 

If her work leading Born to Run 
wasn’t enough, Noelle is also a world- 
class athlete and national record hold-
er who qualified for the U.S. 
Paralympic Team and is competing at 
the Tokyo Paralympics in the 100- 
meter dash in the T63 division. 

Noelle’s grit, perseverance, and com-
passion for others represent the best of 
the Granite State. Her ability to turn a 
traumatic experience into an oppor-
tunity to help others is an inspiration 
to us all, and I am honored to recognize 
her.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Ridgway, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
At 10:32 a.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 957. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to ensure that certain med-

ical facilities of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs have physical locations for the dis-
posal of controlled substances medications. 

S. 1910. An act to authorize major medical 
facility projects of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for fiscal year 2021. 

The enrolled bills were subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 

At 11:58 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that pursuant to section 3(b) 
of the Public Safety Officer Medal of 
Valor Act of 2001 (42 U.S.C. 15202), and 
the order of the House of January 4, 
2021, the Minority Leader appoints the 
following individual on the part of the 
House of Representatives to the Medal 
of Valor Review Board: Mr. Anthony 
Galagaza of Bakersfield, California. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 3(b) of the Public 
Safety Officer Medal of Valor Act of 
2001 (42 U.S.C. 15202), and the order of 
the House of January 4, 2021, the 
Speaker appoints the following individ-
uals on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Medal of Valor Re-
view Board for a term of 4 years: Mr. 
Shon Buford of San Francisco, Cali-
fornia and Mr. Brandon Clabes of Choc-
taw, Oklahoma. 

f 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today July 28, 2021, she had pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bills: 

S. 957. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to ensure that certain med-
ical facilities of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs have physical locations for the dis-
posal of controlled substances medications. 

S. 1910. An act to authorize major medical 
facility projects of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for fiscal year 2021. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–1518. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulations Management Division, 
Rural Utilities Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Streamlining Elec-
tric Program Procedures’’ (RIN0572–AC53) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 15, 2021; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–1519. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘1-Aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic 
Acid (1-ACC); Exemption from the Require-
ment of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. 10021–90– 
OCSPP) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 21, 2021; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–1520. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-

titled ‘‘Fluxapyroxad; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. –8663–01–OCSPP) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on July 
21, 2021; to the Committee on Agriculture , 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–1521. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Alkoxylated C8-C18 Saturated and 
Unsaturated Alcohol and Adipic Acid 
(AASUAA); Exemption from the Require-
ment of a Tolerance’’ (FRL No. –8581–01– 
OCSPP) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on July 21, 2021; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–1522. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Implementing Interagency 
Working Group (IWG) Recommendations on 
Improving the Consultation Process Re-
quired Under Section 7 of the Endangered 
Species Act for Pesticide Registration and 
Registration Review’’; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–1523. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to violations of the Antideficiency Act; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–1524. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Screening the Ready Reserve’’ 
(RIN0790–AL00) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 26, 2021; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1525. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘TRICARE: Referring of Physical 
Therapy and Occupational Therapy by Doc-
tors of Podiatric Medicine Acting Within the 
Scope of their License’’ (RIN0720–AB71) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 26, 2021; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–1526. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘TRICARE Coverage of National Insti-
tute of Allergy and Infectious Disease 
Coronavirus Disease 2019 Clinical Trials’’ 
(RIN0720–AB83) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 26, 2021; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1527. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Administration and Support of Basic 
Research by the Department of Defense’’ 
(RIN0790–AK51) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 26, 2021; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1528. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Covered Defense Tele-
communications Equipment or Services 
(DFARS Case 2018–D022)’’ (RIN0750–AJ84) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 26, 2021; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–1529. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Property Loss Reporting in 
the Procurement Integrated Enterprise Envi-
ronment (DFARS Case 2020–D005)’’ (RIN0750– 
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AK92) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on July 26, 2021; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–1530. A communication from the Fed-
eral Register Liaison Officer, Office of the 
Secretary, Department of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion Supplement: Repeal of DFARS Clause 
‘Tariff Information’ (DFARS Case 2018– 
D044)’’ (RIN0750–AK07) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 26, 
2021; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1531. A communication from the Alter-
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Privacy Act of 1974; Imple-
mentation’’ (RIN0790–AL16) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on July 
15, 2021; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

EC–1532. A communication from the Alter-
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘TRICARE: Extended Care 
Health Option (ECHO) Respite Care’’ 
(RIN0720–AB69) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 15, 2021; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1533. A communication from the Alter-
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Malpractice Claims 
by Members of the Uniformed Services’’ 
(RIN0790–AL22) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 15, 2021; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1534. A communication from the Alter-
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Malpractice by 
Members of the Uniformed Services; Correc-
tion’’ (RIN0790–AL22) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on July 15, 
2021; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1535. A communication from the Alter-
nate Federal Register Liaison Officer, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Defense Federal Acquisition 
Regulation Supplement: Data Collection and 
Inventory for Services Contracts (DFARS 
Case 2018–D063)’’ (RIN0750–AK30) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
July 15, 2021; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–1536. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), Department of Defense, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Eleven-Year Update, Longitudinal Study on 
Traumatic Brain Injury Incurred by Mem-
bers of the Armed Forces in Operation Iraqi 
Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom’’; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–1537. A communication from the Acting 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Legislative 
Affairs), transmitting additional legislative 
proposals relative to the ‘‘National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2022’’; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. SCHATZ, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, without amendment: 

S. 1471. A bill to enhance protections of Na-
tive American tangible cultural heritage, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 117–33). 

By Mr. MENENDEZ, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with an amendment in 

the nature of a substitute and with a pre-
amble: 

S. Res. 310. A resolution expressing soli-
darity with Cuban citizens demonstrating 
peacefully for fundamental freedoms, con-
demning the Cuban regime’s acts of repres-
sion, and calling for the immediate release of 
arbitrarily detained Cuban citizens. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, without amendment: 

S. 812. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
State to develop a strategy to regain ob-
server status for Taiwan in the World Health 
Organization, and for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Foreign Relations I report fa-
vorably the following nomination lists which 
were printed in the RECORDS on the dates 
indicated, and ask unanimous consent, to 
save the expense of reprinting on the Execu-
tive Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the information of 
Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objec-
tion, it is so ordered. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Jeanne Frances Bailey and ending with 
Bruce J. Zanin, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on April 13, 2021. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Russell Anthony Duncan and ending 
with Mark Clayton Prescott, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on April 
27, 2021. 

Foreign Service nomination of Marc Clay-
ton Gilkey. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Gabriel J. Allison and ending with 
Amanda M. Zeidan, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on June 22, 2021. 

Foreign Service nominations beginning 
with Wade C. Martin and ending with Fer-
nando Ospina, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on June 22, 2021. 

By Mr. WARNER for the Select Committee 
on Intelligence. 

*Stacey A. Dixon, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Principal Deputy Director of Na-
tional Intelligence. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
CRAMER): 

S. 2493. A bill to extend the deadline for el-
igible health care providers to use certain 
funds received from the COVID–19 Provider 
Relief Fund, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
S. 2494. A bill to counter malign influence, 

require transparency, and promote account-
ability within the United Nations system, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself, Mrs. 
BLACKBURN, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. SCOTT of 
Florida, and Mr. BRAUN): 

S. 2495. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to maintain a 
list of the country of origin of all drugs mar-
keted in the United States, to ban the use of 
Federal funds for the purchase of drugs man-
ufactured in the People’s Republic of China, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself and Mr. 
CASEY): 

S. 2496. A bill to direct the Administrator 
of the National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration and the Administrator of the 
Federal Highway Administration to imple-
ment certain recommendations of the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board relating 
to pedestrian safety, bicyclist safety, and 
speeding-related crashes involving passenger 
vehicles, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL): 

S. 2497. A bill to amend title 11, United 
States Code, to prohibit nonconsensual re-
lease of a nondebtor entity’s liability to an 
entity other than the debtor, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. BOOKER: 
S. 2498. A bill to protect minors from pre-

mature waiver of their constitutional rights 
during a custodial interrogation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN): 

S. 2499. A bill to establish data privacy and 
data security protections for consumers in 
the United States; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. SCOTT 
of Florida, Mr. HAGERTY, Ms. LUMMIS, 
and Mr. JOHNSON): 

S. 2500. A bill to require providers of inter-
active computer services to publicly disclose 
information relating to requests or rec-
ommendations made by government entities 
to moderate content, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. CARDIN, 
and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

S. 2501. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Energy to establish an offshore wind career 
training grant program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. COONS (for himself, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. TILLIS): 

S. 2502. A bill to provide first-time, low- 
level, nonviolent simple possession offenders 
an opportunity to expunge that conviction 
after successful completion of court-imposed 
probation; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. BOOKER: 
S. 2503. A bill to provide definitions of 

terms and services related to community- 
based gang intervention to ensure that fund-
ing for such intervention is utilized in a 
cost-effective manner and that community- 
based agencies are held accountable for pro-
viding holistic, integrated intervention serv-
ices, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself, Mr. 
CASEY, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL): 
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S. 2504. A bill to promote the provision of 

exercise or fitness equipment, and exercise 
or fitness classes and instruction, that are 
accessible to individuals with disabilities; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mrs. FISCHER: 
S. 2505. A bill to designate the facility of 

the United States Postal Service located at 
6223 Maple Street in Omaha, Nebraska, as 
the ‘‘Petty Officer 1st Class Charles Jackson 
French Post Office’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. MARSHALL, Mrs. HYDE- 
SMITH, Ms. LUMMIS, and Mr. SUL-
LIVAN): 

S. 2506. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Agriculture, acting through the Chief of the 
Forest Service, and the Secretary of the In-
terior, acting through the Director of the 
Bureau of Land Management, to take actions 
to mitigate tree spiking devices on certain 
Federal land, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. BOOKER: 
S. 2507. A bill to establish a grant to pro-

vide mental health services and behavioral 
health services to at-risk youth, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. BROWN, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SCHATZ, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. WARNOCK, Mr. LEAHY, and 
Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 2508. A bill to amend the Truth in Lend-
ing Act to extend the consumer credit pro-
tections provided to members of the Armed 
Forces and their dependents under title 10, 
United States Code, to all consumers; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KAINE (for himself and Mr. 
RUBIO): 

S. 2509. A bill to authorize the New Part-
nerships Initiative to expand and diversify 
the partner base of the United States Agency 
for International Development and to pro-
vide more entry points for organizations to 
work with USAID; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
PADILLA, and Mr. BOOKER): 

S. 2510. A bill to reduce the health risks of 
heat by establishing the National Integrated 
Heat Health Information System Program 
within the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration and the National Inte-
grated Heat Health Information System 
Interagency Committee to improve extreme 
heat preparedness, planning, and response, 
requiring a study, and establishing financial 
assistance programs to address heat effects, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

By Ms. STABENOW (for herself and 
Mr. PETERS): 

S. 2511. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide an investment 
credit for the conversion of office buildings 
into other uses; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. DURBIN, Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. CASEY, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, and Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 2512. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to provide for a code of conduct 
for justices and judges of the courts of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 2513. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the application and 
review process of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs for clothing allowance claims 
submitted by veterans, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr. ROM-
NEY): 

S. 2514. A bill to rename the Provo Vet-
erans Center in Orem, Utah, as the ‘‘Col. 
Gail S. Halvorsen ‘Candy Bomber’ Veterans 
Center’’; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 2515. A bill to amend the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 to treat attendance at an 
institution of higher education the same as 
work for the purpose of determining eligi-
bility to participate in the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
RISCH, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. 
TILLIS, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
CRAMER, Mr. SCOTT of Florida, Mr. 
LANKFORD, and Ms. LUMMIS): 

S. 2516. A bill to prohibit the United States 
International Development Finance Corpora-
tion from imposing restrictions on the 
source of energy used by power-generation 
projects intended to provide affordable elec-
tricity in IDA-eligible countries or IDA- 
blend countries and to require the Corpora-
tion to promote a technology- and fuel-neu-
tral, all-of-the-above energy development 
strategy for such countries; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mr. RUBIO, 
and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. 2517. A bill to amend the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act to clarify the defini-
tion of navigable waters, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Ms. ROSEN (for herself and Mr. 
ROUNDS): 

S. 2518. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Defense to disclose testing and results of 
testing for perfluoroalkyl or polyfluoroalkyl 
substances and to provide additional require-
ments for testing for such substances, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. JOHNSON (for himself, Mr. 
WICKER, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. LEE, Ms. 
LUMMIS, Mr. BRAUN, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
BARRASSO, Mr. LANKFORD, Mrs. HYDE- 
SMITH, Mr. INHOFE, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
and Mr. PAUL): 

S. 2519. A bill to repeal the multi-State 
plan program; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: 
S. 2520. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-

curity Act of 2002 to provide for engagements 
with State, local, Tribal, and territorial gov-
ernments, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself and Mr. 
RISCH): 

S. 2521. A bill to require the Administrator 
of the Small Business Administration to es-
tablish an SBIC Working Group, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 2522. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to treat certain tribal ben-
efits and Alaska Permanent Fund dividends 
as earned income for purposes of the kiddie 
tax; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 2523. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the rules for 
tribal economic development bonds; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 2524. A bill to amend the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act to exclude certain 
payments to aged, blind, or disabled Alaska 
Natives or descendants of Alaska Natives 
from being used to determine eligibility or 
certain programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS): 

S. 2525. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to require research and de-
velopment to identify and evaluate the ex-
tent to which critical domain risks within 
the United States supply chain pose a sub-
stantial threat to homeland security, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN: 

S. 2526. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to enter into agreements for the plan-
ning, design, and construction of facilities to 
be operated as shared medical facilities, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. HAGERTY (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. MARSHALL, 
and Mr. ROUNDS): 

S. 2527. A bill to require officers and em-
ployees of the legislative and executive 
branches to make certain disclosures related 
to communications with information con-
tent providers and interactive computer 
services regarding restricting speech; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mrs. 
FISCHER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. CAP-
ITO, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PADILLA, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mr. CARDIN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
PETERS, and Mr. LANKFORD): 

S. Res. 325. A resolution recognizing the se-
riousness of polycystic ovary syndrome 
(PCOS) and expressing support for the des-
ignation of September 2021 as ‘‘PCOS Aware-
ness Month’’; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, and Mr. KAINE): 

S. Res. 326. A resolution commemorating 
the 200th anniversary of the independence of 
the Republic of Peru; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. ERNST, and Mr. 
BRAUN): 

S. Res. 327. A resolution amending the 
Standing Rules of the Senate to require in-
flationary impact statements in committee 
reports; to the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration. 
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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 97 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 97, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
provide for coverage of dental services 
under the Medicare program. 

S. 346 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 346, a bill to end preventable 
maternal mortality and severe mater-
nal morbidity in the United States and 
close disparities in maternal health 
outcomes, and for other purposes. 

S. 377 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. BRAUN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 377, a bill to promote and protect 
from discrimination living organ do-
nors. 

S. 388 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 388, a bill to suspend cer-
tain United States assistance for the 
Government of Honduras until corrup-
tion, impunity, and human rights vio-
lations are no longer systemic, and the 
perpetrators of these crimes are being 
brought to justice. 

S. 445 
At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the 

names of the Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. BRAUN) and the Senator from Or-
egon (Mr. MERKLEY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 445, a bill to amend sec-
tion 303(g) of the Controlled Substances 
Act (21 U.S.C. 823(g)) to eliminate the 
separate registration requirement for 
dispensing narcotic drugs in schedule 
III, IV, or V, such as buprenorphine, for 
maintenance or detoxification treat-
ment, and for other purposes. 

S. 812 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
812, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
State to develop a strategy to regain 
observer status for Taiwan in the 
World Health Organization, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 924 
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 924, a bill to establish a 
demonstration program to provide pay-
ments on eligible loans for individuals 
who are eligible for the National 
Health Service Corps Loan Repayment 
Program. 

S. 1031 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1031, a bill to require the Comp-
troller General of the United States to 
conduct a study on disparities associ-
ated with race and ethnicity with re-

spect to certain benefits administered 
by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1068 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1068, a bill to direct the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion to issue an occupational safety 
and health standard to protect workers 
from heat-related injuries and ill-
nesses. 

S. 1089 

At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
the name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 1089, a bill to direct 
the Government Accountability Office 
to evaluate appropriate coverage of as-
sistive technologies provided to pa-
tients who experience amputation or 
live with limb difference. 

S. 1175 

At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 
of the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Ms. HASSAN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1175, a bill to categorize public 
safety telecommunicators as a protec-
tive service occupation under the 
Standard Occupational Classification 
System. 

S. 1198 

At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Ms. 
SINEMA) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1198, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve and expand the 
Solid Start program of the Department 
of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1302 

At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1302, a bill to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act to repeal the Gov-
ernment pension offset and windfall 
elimination provisions. 

S. 1404 

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HAGERTY) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1404, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to the 23d 
Headquarters Special Troops and the 
3133d Signal Service Company in rec-
ognition of their unique and distin-
guished service as a ‘‘Ghost Army’’ 
that conducted deception operations in 
Europe during World War II. 

S. 1428 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1428, a bill to prohibit 
brand name drug companies from com-
pensating generic drug companies to 
delay the entry of a generic drug into 
the market, and to prohibit biological 
product manufacturers from compen-
sating biosimilar and interchangeable 
companies to delay the entry of bio-
similar biological products and inter-
changeable biological products. 

S. 1435 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1435, a bill to amend 
the Federal Trade Commission Act to 
prohibit product hopping, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1574 
At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 

Carolina, the name of the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. CARPER) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1574, a bill to codify a 
statutory definition for long-term care 
pharmacies. 

S. 1813 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET), the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Senator 
from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA), the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the 
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
KELLY), the Senator from California 
(Mr. PADILLA) and the Senator from 
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1813, a bill to direct 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services to support research on, and 
expanded access to, investigational 
drugs for amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1872 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

names of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HAGERTY), the Senator from Min-
nesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Sen-
ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 1872, a 
bill to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal, collectively, to the United 
States Army Rangers Veterans of 
World War II in recognition of their ex-
traordinary service during World War 
II. 

S. 1912 
At the request of Mr. PADILLA, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1912, a bill to clarify the rights of 
certain persons who are held or de-
tained at a port of entry or at any fa-
cility overseen by U.S. Customs and 
Border Protection. 

S. 1976 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) and the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1976, a bill to 
establish a program to oversee the 
global COVID–19 response and prepare 
for future pandemics, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2048 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2048, a bill to amend title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act to 
count a period of receipt of outpatient 
observation services in a hospital to-
ward satisfying the 3-day inpatient 
hospital requirement for coverage of 
skilled nursing facility services under 
Medicare. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:27 Jul 29, 2021 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A28JY6.016 S28JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5143 July 28, 2021 
S. 2081 

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
names of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the Senator from 
Colorado (Mr. BENNET) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2081, a bill to improve 
the structure of the Federal Pell Grant 
program, and for other purposes. 

S. 2085 
At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 

the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2085, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for car-
bon dioxide and other greenhouse gas 
and criteria air pollutant emission 
fees, provide rebates to low- and mid-
dle-income Americans, invest in fossil 
fuel communities and workers, invest 
in environmental justice communities, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2229 
At the request of Mr. KELLY, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2229, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Transportation to carry out a 
highway formula modernization study, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2315 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2315, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to establish a program to provide 
health care coverage to low-income 
adults in States that have not ex-
panded Medicaid. 

S. 2405 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2405, a bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to authorize the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs to award 
grants to States to improve outreach 
to veterans, and for other purposes. 

S. 2447 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. SMITH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2447, a bill to amend the American 
Rescue Plan Act of 2021 to provide ad-
ditional funding for E-rate support for 
emergency educational connections 
and devices, and for other purposes. 

S. 2449 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. HAGERTY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2449, a bill to amend chapter 
44 of title 18, United States Code, to en-
hance penalties for theft of a firearm 
from a Federal firearms licensee. 

S. 2467 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. SMITH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2467, a bill to provide for a Public 
Health Emergency Fund, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2489 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

names of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) and the Senator from North 

Carolina (Mr. TILLIS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2489, a bill to require the 
maintenance of the country of origin 
markings for imported goods produced 
in the West Bank or Gaza, and for 
other purposes. 

S. RES. 310 
At the request of Mr. ROMNEY, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 310, a resolution expressing soli-
darity with Cuban citizens dem-
onstrating peacefully for fundamental 
freedoms, condemning the Cuban re-
gime’s acts of repression, and calling 
for the immediate release of arbitrarily 
detained Cuban citizens. 

At the request of Mr. HAGERTY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 310, supra. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. BROWN, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. BOOK-
ER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
WARNOCK, Mr. LEAHY, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 2508. A bill to amend the Truth in 
Lending Act to extend the consumer 
credit protections provided to members 
of the Armed Forces and their depend-
ents under title 10, United States Code, 
to all consumers; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
reintroducing the Veterans and Con-
sumers Fair Credit Act (VCFCA) along 
with Senator MERKLEY, Senate Bank-
ing Committee Chairman BROWN, and 
many of my colleagues. This important 
legislation would extend the bipartisan 
Military Lending Act’s (MLA) protec-
tions for active-duty servicemembers 
and their families to all Americans by 
imposing a nationwide 36 percent cap 
on the annual percentage rate (APR) 
for most extensions of consumer credit. 

The MLA was enacted on a bipartisan 
basis in 2006 to rein in payday and 
other unscrupulous lenders that tar-
geted American troops with abusive 
and predatory loans. Unfortunately, 
the MLA does not protect veterans or 
Gold Star families from these exploita-
tive practices. Our servicemembers and 
their families should not lose impor-
tant consumer protections simply be-
cause they retire, separate from honor-
able service, or lose their loved ones. 
As such, our legislation would extend 
the MLA’ s protections to veterans and 
Gold Star families as well as ensure 
that all Americans are shielded from 
predatory loans. 

Hundreds of millions of American 
consumers could benefit from a 36 per-
cent APR cap. In states that do not 
have such a cap, predatory lenders are 
permitted to offer loans with triple- 
digit APRs that trap individuals in cy-
cles of debt. For instance, the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau 
found that 80 percent of payday loans 
are rolled over or renewed within two 
weeks. This practice can cause bor-

rowers to pay more in fees than the 
amount of money they originally bor-
rowed, which is a sign of predatory 
lending and poor underwriting. 

According to a coalition of commu-
nity organizations, payday lenders are 
known to target the most vulnerable, 
including seniors, veterans, and low-in-
come borrowers. Many in these com-
munities were already struggling to 
make ends meet before the pandemic, 
and continuing to pay exorbitant APRs 
may cause them to fall deeper into eco-
nomic insecurity. This is why it’s im-
portant to extend strong protections 
against unscrupulous lenders to all 
Americans. 

The MLA’s successful track record 
demonstrates that providing for rea-
sonable, responsible limits on interest 
rates does not cut off consumers’ ac-
cess to credit. According to a May 2021 
report from the Department of Defense, 
‘‘credit cards, auto loans, and personal 
loans are widely available at risk-based 
rates under the 36 percent [military] 
APR’’ and ‘‘[s]ervice members continue 
to have ample access to necessary cred-
it.’’ 

Moreover, this legislation would fol-
low the trend in many states towards 
greater protections against predatory 
loans. Eighteen states and the District 
of Columbia have enacted APR caps of 
36% or lower for payday loans or 
banned them altogether. Lenders in 
these states have incentives to offer 
more affordable loans that borrowers 
have an ability to repay. The same in-
centives should apply across the na-
tion. 

I thank the bill’s supporters, includ-
ing the Consumer Federation of Amer-
ica, the National Consumer Law Center 
(on behalf of its low income clients), 
the Center for Responsible Lending, 
Americans for Financial Reform, Vet-
erans Education Success, the Military 
Officers Association of America, and 
the National Military Family Associa-
tion. 

I urge our colleagues to join us in 
supporting this important legislation. 

By Mr. KAINE (for himself and 
Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 2509. A bill to authorize the New 
Partnerships Initiative to expand and 
diversify the partner base of the United 
States Agency for International Devel-
opment and to provide more entry 
points for organizations to work with 
USAID; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President. The 
United States Agency for International 
Development’s (USAID) New Partner-
ships Initiative (NPI) was formed to 
help small and local nonprofit organi-
zations partner with the agency on hu-
manitarian work, and was inspired in 
part by requests from Congress for 
USAID to cooperate more closely with 
these organizations. The program was 
founded on the principle that greater 
diversity and competition among the 
USAID partner base would lead to bet-
ter and more effective development 
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work. Since its creation, NPI has 
helped USAID expand its collaboration 
with local nonprofits to undertake crit-
ical work overseas, but this vital pro-
gram needs a clearly defined founda-
tion in statute and long-term author-
ization of funding to sustain its 
progress well beyond 2021. 

Today, I am pleased to introduce the 
New Partnerships Initiative Authoriza-
tion Act with Senator RUBIO. This leg-
islation would cement USAID’s com-
mitment to diversifying its nonprofit 
partner base by authorizing the pro-
gram and necessary funding through 
Fiscal Year 2026. Additionally, the New 
Partnerships Initiative Authorization 
Act would improve outcomes at the 
NPI program by outlining in statute 
core elements of the program, and re-
quiring the USAID Administrator to 
adhere to certain criteria regarding 
program management and nonprofit re-
cruitment. 

This bipartisan legislation is an op-
portunity to ensure that the New Part-
nerships Initiative continues to be an 
effective tool for diversifying USAID’s 
partner base through the inclusion of 
locally based and underutilized part-
ners. I look forward to working with 
USAID leadership and my colleagues 
on the Foreign Relations Committee to 
swiftly consider and implement the 
New Partnerships Initiative Authoriza-
tion Act. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 

By Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for her-
self and Mr. BOOZMAN): 

S. 2513. A bill to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to improve the ap-
plication and review process of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs for cloth-
ing allowance claims submitted by vet-
erans, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I rise today to tell you about Brian 
Neuman, an Iraq combat veteran who 
was wounded while serving our Nation 
overseas in 2004. 

Brian has spent years working with 
the Wounded Warrior Project to help 
other veterans get the benefits that 
they need. 

Years after returning home, Brian 
applied for an annual clothing allow-
ance of $841. This allowance should be 
available to veterans like Brian when a 
medication or a medical device causes 
irregular wear or damage to their 
clothing. 

As many vets with service injuries 
will tell you, their clothes wear down 
much faster than other people’s, and 
the prosthetics can rip or tear clothes 
as well. Some veterans need tailoring 
to make clothing fit more comfortably 
around their injuries. Others have to 
treat skin conditions with creams that 
damage their clothes. 

These veterans get compensation for 
the expenses associated with their inju-
ries—and rightly so. Our veterans have 
given this country so much, and Con-
gress has a responsibility to hold up its 
end of the bargain, to care for them 

when they are injured during their 
service to our Nation. 

But right now, this benefit isn’t ac-
cessible for many veterans, and that is 
wrong, and we need to change it. 

In the case of the clothing allowance 
benefits, as Brian discovered, the VA 
currently requires veterans to be eval-
uated for this benefit in person, every 
year. One year, Brian physically went 
to a VA clinic to submit the clothing 
allowance application, and his request 
was denied because the VA had no 
record that he received a prosthetic at 
that specific clinic. At that point, like 
many vets, Brian gave up on the proc-
ess in frustration. 

That is just unacceptable. These are 
brave men and women who are living 
with severe burns or who wear pros-
thetic devices as a result of their serv-
ice. In many cases, the VA already 
knows these veterans have a medical 
condition that isn’t going to change 
year from year. 

And that didn’t make any sense to 
Brian, so he did something about it. He 
reached out to see if Congress could 
solve the problem. He did. He did it, he 
says, less for himself, but more for the 
many veterans in rural States, like 
mine in Nevada, who live hours away 
from the nearest VA. Brian knows that 
many of them are so worn out by the 
process of applying for what is owed 
them that they just give up. 

These men and women are tired of 
jumping through hoops to access their 
earned benefits. So why are we forcing 
them to navigate this complicated bu-
reaucracy? There are certainly places 
to cut costs, but this isn’t one of them. 

The Senate can fix this problem eas-
ily, and I have introduced a bipartisan 
bill to do just that. I am glad to be 
working across the aisle with my col-
league Senator BOOZMAN to support in-
jured and disabled veterans. Our bill 
makes it easier for them to get cloth-
ing that works for their specific needs. 
My legislation requires the VA to auto-
matically renew this clothing allow-
ance. Veterans can get it until they 
say they don’t need it anymore or until 
the VA’s records indicate that they 
don’t require it. This will make sure 
they aren’t forced to drive long dis-
tances to access a VA benefit they are 
owed. 

I am looking forward to moving this 
legislation through Congress so we can 
make life a little easier for the 40,000 
wounded warriors who currently re-
ceive this benefit and for the thousands 
more who qualify. There shouldn’t be 
any redtape stopping veterans from 
getting their benefits, so let’s pass this 
bill and fix this problem. 

I am going to continue to work in 
every way I can to make sure that vet-
erans in Nevada and across the country 
get the Federal resources they need. 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 325—RECOG-
NIZING THE SERIOUSNESS OF 
POLYCYSTIC OVARY SYNDROME 
(PCOS) AND EXPRESSING SUP-
PORT FOR THE DESIGNATION OF 
SEPTEMBER 2021 AS ‘‘PCOS 
AWARENESS MONTH’’ 
Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mrs. 

FISCHER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MARSHALL, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. PADILLA, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. 
LANKFORD) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 

S. RES. 325 
Whereas polycystic ovary syndrome (re-

ferred to in this preamble as ‘‘PCOS’’) is a 
common health problem among women and 
girls involving a hormonal imbalance; 

Whereas there is no universal definition of 
PCOS, but researchers estimate that be-
tween 5,000,000 and 10,000,000 women in the 
United States are affected by the condition; 

Whereas, according to a 2004 study, the an-
nual burden of PCOS in the United States is 
an estimated $4,360,000,000, and this figure 
pertains to only the reproductive years of 
women and does not consider the cost of 
other comorbidities, including obstetrical 
complications, or the cost of metabolic 
morbidities in post-menopause or adoles-
cence; 

Whereas PCOS can affect girls at the onset 
of puberty and throughout the remainder of 
their lives; 

Whereas the symptoms of PCOS include in-
fertility, irregular or absent menstrual peri-
ods, acne, weight gain, thinning of scalp 
hair, excessive facial and body hair growth, 
numerous small ovarian cysts, pelvic pain, 
and mental health problems; 

Whereas women with PCOS have higher 
rates of mental health disorders, including 
depression, anxiety, bipolar disorder, and 
eating disorders, and are at greater risk for 
suicide; 

Whereas adolescents with PCOS often are 
not diagnosed, and many have metabolic 
dysfunction and insulin resistance, which 
can lead to type 2 diabetes, cardiovascular 
disease, obstructive sleep apnea, non-
alcoholic fatty liver disease, and 
endometrial cancer at a young adult age; 

Whereas PCOS is the most common cause 
of female infertility; 

Whereas PCOS in pregnancy is associated 
with increased risk of gestational diabetes, 
preeclampsia, pregnancy-induced hyper-
tension, preterm delivery, cesarean delivery, 
miscarriage, and fetal and infant death; 

Whereas women with PCOS are at in-
creased risk of developing high blood pres-
sure, high cholesterol, stroke, and heart dis-
ease (the leading cause of death among 
women); 

Whereas women with PCOS have a more 
than 50 percent chance of developing type 2 
diabetes or prediabetes before the age of 40; 

Whereas women with PCOS may be at a 
higher risk for breast cancer and ovarian 
cancer, and their risk for developing 
endometrial cancer is 3 times higher than 
women who do not have PCOS; 

Whereas research has found genetic evi-
dence of a link between depression and 
PCOS; 

Whereas research has indicated PCOS 
shares a genetic architecture with metabolic 
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traits, as evidenced by genetic correlations 
between PCOS and obesity, fasting insulin, 
type 2 diabetes, lipid levels, and coronary ar-
tery disease; 

Whereas adolescents with PCOS are at 
markedly increased risk for type 2 diabetes, 
fatty liver disease, and heart disease; 

Whereas PCOS negatively alters metabolic 
function independent of, but exacerbated by, 
an increased body mass index (BMI); 

Whereas an estimated 50 percent of women 
with PCOS are undiagnosed, and many re-
main undiagnosed until they experience fer-
tility difficulties or develop type 2 diabetes 
or other cardiometabolic disorders; 

Whereas the cause of PCOS is unknown, 
but researchers have found strong links to a 
genetic predisposition and significant insulin 
resistance, which affects up to 70 percent of 
women with PCOS; and 

Whereas there is no known cure for PCOS: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes polycystic ovary syndrome 

(referred to in this resolution as ‘‘PCOS’’) as 
a serious disorder that impacts many aspects 
of health, including cardiometabolic, repro-
ductive, and mental health, and quality of 
life; 

(2) expresses support for the designation of 
September 2021 as ‘‘PCOS Awareness 
Month’’; 

(3) supports the goals and ideals of PCOS 
Awareness Month, which are— 

(A) to increase awareness of, and education 
about, PCOS and its connection to 
comorbidities, such as type 2 diabetes, 
endometrial cancer, cardiovascular disease, 
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease, and mental 
health disorders, among the general public, 
women, girls, and health care professionals; 

(B) to improve diagnosis and treatment of 
PCOS; 

(C) to disseminate information on diag-
nosis, treatment, and management of PCOS, 
including prevention of comorbidities such 
as type 2 diabetes, endometrial cancer, car-
diovascular disease, nonalcoholic fatty liver 
disease, and eating disorders; and 

(D) to improve quality of life and outcomes 
for women and girls with PCOS; 

(4) recognizes the need for further research, 
improved treatment and care options, and a 
cure for PCOS; 

(5) acknowledges the struggles affecting all 
women and girls afflicted with PCOS in the 
United States; 

(6) urges medical researchers and health 
care professionals to advance their under-
standing of PCOS to improve research, diag-
nosis, and treatment of PCOS for women and 
girls; and 

(7) encourages States, territories, and lo-
calities to support the goals and ideals of 
PCOS Awareness Month. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 326—COM-
MEMORATING THE 200TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE INDEPEND-
ENCE OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
PERU 
Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 

RUBIO, and Mr. KAINE) submitted the 
following resolution; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

S. RES. 326 

Whereas July 2021 marks two centuries of 
Peru’s independence from Spain, an occasion 
also referred to as ‘‘Las Fiestas Patrias’’; 

Whereas Peru’s proclamation of independ-
ence in July 1821 marked a historical turning 
point at a time when countries in the hemi-
sphere were collectively on a quest for inde-
pendence and freedom; 

Whereas Peru’s Act of Independence was 
written by Manuel Pérez de Tudela—a promi-
nent Peruvian attorney and patriot—and 
took place in Lima on July 15, 1821; 

Whereas, on July 28, 1821, José Francisco 
de San Martı́n—an Argentine General who 
helped propel independence movements in 
the region and who played a pivotal role in 
Peru’s independence—proclaimed at the 
Plaza de Armas, ‘‘Since this moment, Peru is 
free and independent by the general will of 
the people and by justice of their cause that 
God defends. Long live the Homeland! Long 
live freedom! Long live independence!’’; 

Whereas the road to Peru’s independence 
consisted of a long and arduous process, ini-
tiated decades prior through the various 
uprisings of mestizo and indigenous popu-
lations who protested their oppression and 
sought to improve their rights and liveli-
hoods; 

Whereas Peru’s proclamation of independ-
ence marked the beginning of the people of 
Peru’s quest to establish a government com-
mitted to advancing the democratic rights 
and prosperity of its citizens; 

Whereas the United States established dip-
lomatic relations with Peru in 1827 and 
today both countries enjoy a strategic part-
nership based on shared democratic values 
and interests of democratic governance, the 
rule of law, security, economic prosperity, 
and human rights; 

Whereas the bonds of association and 
friendship between the peoples of the two 
countries have been strengthened by the 
large number of Peruvians who have mi-
grated to the United States where they make 
significant contributions to both the United 
States and Peru; and 

Whereas Peruvians and Peruvian-Ameri-
cans residing in the United States have en-
riched and added to the United States way of 
life in the social, economic, and political 
arenas, and Peru’s rich identity and heritage 
have become an integral part of the cultural 
tapestry of the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commemorates the 200th anniversary of 

the independence of Peru; 
(2) recognizes the historical significance of 

Peru’s independence in the Western Hemi-
sphere and reaffirms its commitment to sup-
porting the people of Peru in their quest for 
further development, stability, and pros-
perity; 

(3) expresses support for the principles of 
democratic governance to which the people 
of Peru are committed; and 

(4) celebrates the contributions that Peru-
vians and Peruvian Americans have made in 
the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 327—AMEND-
ING THE STANDING RULES OF 
THE SENATE TO REQUIRE IN-
FLATIONARY IMPACT STATE-
MENTS IN COMMITTEE REPORTS 
Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself, 

Mr. RISCH, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. MARSHALL, 
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. ERNST, and Mr. BRAUN) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Rules and Administration: 

S. RES. 327 
Resolved, That paragraph 11 of rule XXVI of 

the Standing Rules of the Senate is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraph (c) as 
subparagraph (d); 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (b) the 
following: 

‘‘(c) Each committee report shall also con-
tain a detailed analytical statement as to 

whether, and the extent to which, the in-
creased budget authority, outlays, or rev-
enue produced by the enactment of the bill 
or joint resolution into law may have an in-
flationary impact on prices and costs in the 
operation of the national economy. The 
statement shall also include whether, and 
the extent to which, the inflationary impact 
would affect the purchasing power of low and 
middle income families.’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (d), as so redesignated, 
by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (a) and (b)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (a), (b), and (c)’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 12 
requests for committees to meet during 
today’s session of the Senate. They 
have the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, July 28, 2021, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

The Committee on Environment and 
Public Works is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, July 28, 2021, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
The Committee on Finance is author-

ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, July 28, 2021, at 
10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, July 
28, 2021, at 9 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, July 
28, 2021 at 10:15 a.m., to conduct a hear-
ing on nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, July 
28, 2021, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Wednesday, July 28, 2021, 
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on 
nominations. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, July 28, 
2021, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
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of the Senate on Wednesday, July 28, 
2021, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Wednesday, July 
28, 2021, at 11:30 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 

The Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, August 4, 2021, at 2 p.m., to con-
duct a closed hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL PARKS 

The Subcommittee on National 
Parks of the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Wednesday, July 28, 2021, at 10 a.m., 
to conduct a hearing. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Kimi 
Chernoby and Daniel Elchert, fellows 
who are assigned to my office, be 
granted floor privileges for the remain-
der of this year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Andrew 
Zacher and Hannah Oakley, fellows 
who are assigned to my office, be 
granted floor privileges through Sep-
tember 1, 2022. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
interns in my office be granted floor 
privileges today, July 28, 2021: Bryce 
Billiot and Will Sirmon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, JULY 29, 
2021 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10:30 a.m., Thursday, July 
29; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and morning business be 
closed; that upon the conclusion of 
morning business, the Senate resume 
consideration of the motion to proceed 
to H.R. 3684, with all time during ad-
journment of the Senate counting 
postcloture on the motion to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:16 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
July 29, 2021, at 10:30 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

ADRIENNE WOJCIECHOWSKI, OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF AGRI-
CULTURE, VICE KENNETH STEVEN BARBIC. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MARK GITENSTEIN, OF WASHINGTON, TO BE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE EUROPEAN UNION, WITH THE RANK AND STATUS OF 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

LAURA S. H. HOLGATE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE VIENNA OFFICE OF THE UNITED NATIONS, WITH THE 
RANK OF AMBASSADOR. 

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

LAURA S. H. HOLGATE, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE REP-
RESENTATIVE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO 
THE INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY, WITH 
THE RANK OF AMBASSADOR. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

PATRICIA MAHONEY, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER– 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

JULISSA REYNOSO PANTALEON, OF NEW YORK, TO BE 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY 
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE KINGDOM 
OF SPAIN, AND TO SERVE CONCURRENTLY AND WITHOUT 
ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION AS AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE PRINCIPALITY OF AN-
DORRA. 

PETER HENDRICK VROOMAN, OF NEW YORK, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF MOZAMBIQUE. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

LISA M. GOMEZ, OF NEW JERSEY, TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF LABOR, VICE PRESTON RUTLEDGE. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

ERIK ADRIAN HOOKS, OF NORTH CAROLINA, TO BE DEP-
UTY ADMINISTRATOR, FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGE-
MENT AGENCY, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY, 
VICE PETER GAYNOR, RESIGNED. 

WILLIAM J. VALDEZ, OF MARYLAND, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY FOR MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF HOME-
LAND SECURITY, VICE CLAIRE M. GRADY. 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate July 28, 2021: 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

GWYNNE A. WILCOX, OF NEW YORK, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR THE 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 2023. 

DAVID M. PROUTY, OF MARYLAND, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR THE 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 2026. 
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